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pehers can have their Volumes bound at the Office— 
, 28. 6d., half law calf, 58. 
intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ 
I a” must be authenticated by the name of the 
writer. The — cannot undertake to return MSS. 
yarded to him. 
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4 Motes for the Ensuing Week. 
__ March 6.—Commission Day.—Lewis, Winchester, and Reading 
4 ” Aylesbury Assizes. 

Oxford Assizes. 


»”» 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


‘Tux avtuor of a paper on “ Professional Appoint- 
ent A read at the recent Bristol meeting of the Incor- 
rated Law Society, ably urged the claims of solicitors 
| legal administrative appointments in the public ser- 
and is appropriately rewarded by being himself one 

if the first solicitors who have been appointed to such 
oats since his paper was read. Mr. Charles John Follett, 
10.L., Oxon, who has become Solicitor to her Majesty's 
istoms, was admitted in Easter Term, 1864, and is 
/member of the Council of the Incorporated Law 





‘We statep a fortnight ago that, though we had no 
pial intimation on the point, we had reason to believe 
with regard to deeds falling within the scope of 
udgett’s case, the Board of Inland Revenue had decided 
although the deed was not presented for stamping 

hin a year of the date, actual payment of the penalty 
refunded) wou!dnotbeenforced. Such, we have good 

on to believe, was the decision of the Board at the 

ne our statement was made ; but we are now informed 
the Board have come to the conclusion that the law 
not authorize such a eourse, and that deeds not 
nted within the year cannot be stamped except on 

ent of the penalty of £10; but during a limited 
iod orders will be issued for the return of the penal- 
es.so paid. 





We ane Nor surrrisep that commercial members of 
ie House of Commons should have availed themselves 
e second reading of the Bar Education and Disci- 
Bill to lift up their voices against the system under 
h certain leaders of the common law bar receive fees 
p work which they do not perform, but we are both 
! rT ised and concerned at the way in which the com- 
pts were met by some of the legal members. Sir 
ry James and Mr. Cole seem to have vied with each 
r in the indignation with which they spoke of charges 

4 ranged only who had no practical Saeuialien et or 
nce could bring forward.” Unfortunately it is 
ttly obvious that the knowledge and experience of 
ercial men on this matter is eminently practical, 
ad was well expressed by Mr. D. Davies, he said he 
id tell the House he had paid thousands of pounds _ 

— which had never been rendered. It is 
preposterous to deny the existence of the evil, 
ad it is futile to attempt 4 palliate it by saying that 
8 of the bar do not take work which they know 
y caninot perform. We believe that this is true of the 
ajority of the leaders, but while it is satisfactory as 
ds the morality of the bar to know this, how does 
es a the hardship to the suitor? It is exactly the 
mn to the suitor whether an eminent Q.C. fails to 
pear on a brief which he accepted knowing that he 
ad not appear, or on a brief which he took thinking that 





macoem f 


he might be able toappear. In each case alike the suitor 
loses his money without gaining the services he has paid 
for. Nor is Sir Henry James’s plea, that it is impossible 
from the constitution of the courts that an advocate of 
eminence could absolutely undertake to be in a parti- 
cular place, not named, at an hour which could 
not be fixed, any more relevant. No one dreams of 
suggesting that every advocate should absolutely 
undertake to appear on every brief, any more than that 
every physician should undertake to attend every patient 
who may send to him; but then the physician does not 
charge for visits never paid. The fact that an advocate 
cannot vie with Sir Boyle Roche’s bird is no reason why 
he should retain fees he has not earned. 

The present is not an opportune time for non possumus 
speeches such as those of Sir H. James and Mr. Cole. 
The simultaneous sittings at Guildhall and Westminster 
have seriously aggravated an evil already keenly felt, 
and if the leaders of the common law bar persist in re- 
tusing voluntarily to take any steps to remove the 
grievance complained of, they may find the object 
effected in spite of them. By their obstinacy they may 
help to pass some meusure like that proposed by Mr. 
Norwood, which, as Sir H. Jackson once said in his pithy 
way, instead of saving a city for the sake of ten righteous 
men, would destroy the interests of a profession for the 
sake of ten unrighteous members of it, 





Pustic aTrention has recently been directed to the 
occasional sittings of a divisional court consisting of three 
judges of the Queen’s Bench Division. It will be re- 
membered that the Lord Chief Justice not long ago 
announced that, for the purpose of hearing applications 
for new trials, the court would be composed of three 
judges, on the ground that the judge who tried the 
action ought to be present to give information and that 
two other judges ought to be present to prevent an 
equal division of opinion. It is, of course, within the 
competence of the president of any division, with proper 
concurrence, to make such an order, for the 17th 
section of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, while 
providing that “divisional courts may be held for the 
transaction of any business which may for the time being 
be ordered by rules of court to be heard bya divi- 
sional court,’ adds that “such divisional court, 
when held, shall be constituted of two judges and 
no more, unless the president of the division to which 
such divisional court belongs, with the concurrence of 
the other judges of such division, is of opinion that such 
divisional court shall be constituted of a greater number 
than two, in which case such court may be constituted of 
such number as the president, with such concurrence as 
aforesaid, may think expedient.” The rules (ord. 57a, 
r. 1) mention ** applications for new trials” in the Queen’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, “ where 
the action has been tried bya jury,” in the category 
of certain proceedings which “shall continue to be 
heard and determined before the divisional courts.” But 
neither the statutes nor the rules single out applications 
for new trials or any other class of proceedings as being 
proper for the consideration of three judges, And in 
divisions other than the Queen’s Bench Division it has, 
we believe, been the practice to reserve for a court of 
three questions of great importance, as was done in 
Wilson v. Hatton (25 W. R. 537, L, R. 2 Ex, D. 336), and 
as has been done in Revenue cases at the request of the 
Attorney-General, The present state of things, which 
leaves it to the judges to determine the strength of the 
court, is far from satisfactory, and, as we point out else- 
where, some step must be taken to end this and other 
matters of uncertainty connected with the common law 
divisions. 





Lorp Mansrigip once expressed an opinion that prac- 
tising solicitors were exempt from serving the office of 
high sheriff, by reason of the incompatibility of that 

18 
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office with the discharge of their professional duties (see 
4 Burr. 2115). In face of the fact that the under- 
sheriffs, who discharge all, or nearly all, the non-spec- 
tacular duties of the high sheriff, are 

solicitors the reason is somewhat inadequate, but its 
validity is not very likely to be disputed by-the exempted 
class. It is worthy of note, however, that this year's list 
of sheriffs contains—we should imagine, probably, for the 
first time within living memory—the names of two well- 
known retired solicitors, both of whom have taken a 
prominent part in political life. The high sheriff of 
Buckinghamshire is Sir Philip Rose, of Rayners, near 
Wycombe, who was for thirty years a member of one of 
the largest firms of solicitors in Westminster, and four 
years ago received a baronetcy. The high sheriff of 
Cheshire is Mr. Philip Stapleton Humberston, of Glan-y- 
wern, many years a solicitor at Chester, and who repre- 
sented his native city in Parliament from 1859 till 1865. 





A nepty by Mr. Cross to a question in the House of 
Commons seems to show that, in defiance of Lord Cairns’ 
circular, reminding the county court judges that to act 
as private arbitrators was an infringement of the spirit 
of the provision that they should not practise, some of 
these judges have undertaken arbitrations. Mr. Cross 
stated that he was willing to lay on the table of the 
House a return from the county court judges showing 
the number of arbitrations which they had respectively 
undertaken during the years 1875, 1876, and 1877, if 
such return were moved for. We hope some member 
will avail himself of this offer. 





We nave ReEceEIvED a note from Mr. Munton with re- 
ference to our observations last week, in which he pro- 
mises to favour us next week with the detailed infor- 
mation and explanations we suggested in reference to his 
letter to a daily journal on “ defaulting lawyers.” 








The Committee of the Privy Council on Education have 
issued a new education code with an appendix of new 
articles and of all articles modified. 

Another candidate for the office of Recorder of London 
has come forward in the person of Mr. Granville R. H, 
Somerset, Q.C., D.C.L., Recorder of Gloucester. Mr. 
Hugh Cowie will be 8 candidate for the Common Serjeant- 
ship should that office become vacant. 

In a case of Brown v. Clark, in the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
s:on on Monday, it was stated by counsel that it was be- 
lieved that since the decision in Pontifex v. Severn there 
had been no reference to an official referee, and it was 
doubted whether there ever would be another. 

On Friday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Cross, in 
reply to Mr. F. Harrison, said he had no objection to lay 
on the table of the House a return from the county court 
judges showing the number of arbitrations which they 
had respectively undertaken during the years 1875, 1876, 
and 1877, if it were moved for. The rule laid down b 
the Lord Chancellor, he might add, was that no suc 
arbitrations should be undertaken. 


In an accident compensation case at Guildhall, on 
Friday week, the plaintiff frequently referred to a small 
note-book which he took from his pocket. The book ap- 
peared to contain a written account of the accident in the 
form of an address to the jury interspersed with remarks 
svch as, “Take it easy,” ‘* Don’t get flurried,” “‘ Take 
care,” &. These, the plaintiff said, were to act as 
warnings to bim in giving his evidence. Mr. Serjeant 
Sallantive asked, What do the figures 1, 2,3 mean? 'The 
plaintiff.—That means ‘that I am to count three before 
answering any question thet is put to me. Serjeant 
Ballantine.—There is also the expression, ‘‘Never mind 
him ;” whom do you mean by “him?” The plaintiff.— 
That refers to you, 





THE SINGLE JUDGE SYSTEM. 
Tux correspondence between the Lord Chancellor ang 


the Lord Chief Justice, which we published this day 


fortnight, seems to us to merit very much more public 
attention than it has received. It may be that, just at 
this crisis, all other sounds are drowned in the clash of 
arms, all other considerations secondary to the question 
of peace or war, and that the neglect in question is only 
an instance of a novel acceptation of an ancient 
maxim. But we should have supposed that a dig. 
cussion between the two highest dignitaries in the pro. 
fession, involving at least one question of vital impor. 
tance to our whole judicial system, would have excited 
a keen interest throughout the profession, however 
dulled the ear of the general public might have been, For 
the point arising out of this correspondence is no other. 
than this—whether we are to continue and complete the 
development of the ‘‘one judge” system to which we haye 
been in some sort committed by the legislation of 1876, 
or to retrace our steps in the direction of that older 
system which up to that time had prevailed in the 
superior courts of common law, and which for convenj- 
ence we may call the “‘three judge system,” though 
that term is far from a complete or accurate de. 
scription of that somewhat complicated arrange. 
ment. p 
Those of our readers whose memory serves to recall 
the discussions of this question, before the Judicature 
Act was passed, in 1869, 1870, 1871, and 1873, will 
recollect that this journal never swerved from its pre. 
ference for the three judge system, and was indeed one 


of the most strenuous of the advocates—unfortunatdy — 


few—for the extension of that system to the Court of 
Chancery. We have always thought, and still think, 
that a single mind, however powerful, learned, and acute, 
is an unfit instrument for the determination of important 
questions, whether of fact or law; nay, that the very 
strongest judges are just those least qualified to sit alone, 
because those most likely to be led away by theirow: 
idiosyncrasy, and to impose “the mould of their own 
being” upon all the proceedings before them. Apart 
from the question of saving a few salaries, which ex. 
perience shows to be a very doubtful saving on the 
whole, the only argument ever advanced in favour of 
the one judge system was that it was absurd to suppose 
that the common law judges were less competent than 
their brethren in equity to decide alone the questions 
arising before them, more especially having regard to the 
fact that the average importance fo the parties of the 
questions arising in achancery suit far exceeded the average 
amount at stake even in the higher classes of common 
law actions. And if it be assumed or admitted that the 
system which prevailed in Chancery prior to the com- 
mencement of the Judicature Act, and is still the rule 
in the Chancery Division of the High Court, works satis- 
factorily, there does not appear to be any sufficient 
answer to this argument. It is certainly not true that 
the actions in the common law divisions are, as a rule, 
of greater importance or complexity than those in the 
Chancery Division, still less that the judges in the latter 
are so far superior either in calibre or training to their 
common law brethren as to fit them for the discharge un- 
aided of judicial functions with which the others might not 
beintrusted. It was evident, therefore, from the moment 
that public opinion was directed strongly to the anomaly 
in question, that one of two results must inevitably 
follow—either the common law system of courts com- 
posed of a plurality of judges to which all questions 
not reserved for the decision of a jury were imme- 
diately or ultimately referred, must be extended and 
applied mutatis mutandis to the Court of Chancery, 
notwithstanding—or rather @ fortiori because of —the 
comparative rarity of the presence of juries in that 
court; or that system must be entizely swept away and 
every cause referred to the decision of a single judge, 
with or without a jury, as the case might be, but 
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without any judicial assistance or control, except such 


| as might be afforded by the medium of appeal. 


It would have been too much to expect that the 
framers of any of the successive Judicature Bills would 
at once accept and carry out to its logical consequences 
‘dither of these alternatives. Such is not the course of 
English legislation. It was inevitable that the first 
enactments, at any rate, would halt between the two 


_ opinions, and that the completion of our judicial system 


as a symmetrical structure upon an uniform basis would 
pe the work of several successive amendments. Indeed, 
it was eminently doubtful whether the reform, as at first 
jected, would be more than nominal; and we know 
that the belief that the Act would work no real altera- 
‘tion, not only prevailed among the judges themselves, 
put had not a little to do with disarming their opposi- 
tion to its provisions. Still there were reasons, the 
importance of which could not be overlooked, which 
tended, from the outset, to determine the direction of 
the movement, as regards the particular point in ques- 
tion. The sole argument in favour of the one judge 
system was not only plausible, but difficult to answer 
publicly without seeming to cast a slur upon the 
ehancery judges which would have been alike in- 
vidious and undeserved. The idea commended itself 
to those—like Sir William Harcourt and the 
editors of the daily papers—whose primary object 
was the reduction of arrears and delays, and 
whose principal idea of the means to that end was 
economy of judicial strength. The Bills were prepared 
and introduced by noble and learned lords, whose whole 
professional life had been passed in the Court of Chan- 
gery, and one of whom had been a Vice-Chancellor for 
more than fifteen years, and their only active critic—we 
4annot say opponent—was the present Lord Chancellor, 
himself naturally biassed in the same direction ; nay, 
even in the House of Commons (where, from the com- 
tively large number of common law barristers who 
ave seats in that House, a different tendency might, 
perhaps, have been expected) the same influences pre- 
‘ailed, not only from the avowed hostility of Mr. Glad- 
ftone, then Prime Minister, to any increase in the 
tumber of judges, but from the fact—not, we believe, 
altogether accidental—that the practical charge of the 
Bill through that House was committed, not to the At- 
torney-General, in. whose hands it nominally was, but to 
the Solicitor-General, Sir George Jessel, one of the most 
uncompromising advocates of the one judge system 
tobe found in the whole profession. Nay, as if 
there had been a conspiracy of the fates to weaken 
the opposition to this tendency, the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice, who was known to look with disfavour 
upon the proposal, had so far exhausted himself in his 
mecessful opposition to Lord Hatherley’s Bill, that his 
woice was not even raised to criticise Lord Selborne’s. 
The alterations made by the Act of 1873 in this direction 
were, however, but slight and tentative, and except in so 
far as they strengthened the single judge system in 
chancery, had but a modified effect upon the question; 
and but for the necessity for further legislation imposed 
by the revolution in public feeling excited by the 
‘ery faulty constitution of the court of ultimate appeal 
treated by that Act, the diverse systems might for some 
fime longer have continued their anomalous existence. 
In the meantime the Act of 1875 restored, amid general 
@pproval, the three judgeships which had been pro- 
*pectively abolished in 1873, but at the same time so 
weakened the composition-of the Court of Appeal as to 
Tender it dependent upon the assistance of the ex officio 
members for the efficient discharge of its daily 
duties, and at the time when the Bill of 1876 
‘was passing through Parliament this weakness 
‘Was the most prominent as well as the most recent 
‘ef the defects of the new arrangements. The pro- 
Posals of the Bill for the remedy of this defect 
Were entirely insufficient, based as they were upon an 
@ixious desire to avoid anything like a permanent 





increase in the number of the judges, and the whole 
question seemed to be on the point of being reduced toa 
dead lock when a Deus ex machind appeared in the form 
of Sir Henry James, who, in direct contradiction of his 
utterances on the same question in 1873 (before he had 
been in office), proposed to restore the reduction in the 
number of puisne judges effected by the Act of that 
year, and to compensate for their diminished number by 
a twofold increase in their individual functions, and out 
of the saving thus effected in the court of first instance 
to supply the deficiencies of the Court of Appeal. In 
the perplexity in which the whole question was then 
invelved, and pressed by the paramount necessity of 
providing without further delay an efficient court of 
ultimate appeal, the Government accepted the bait, 

and by the Act of 1876) introduced for a totally different 
purpose) a great stride in the direction of the one judge 

system was undoubtedly accomplished. The fabric is, 
however, still incomplete, and the course of practice at 

Westminster has, as might have been anticipated, con- 

tinued to drift in the opposite direction, so that there is 

little doubt that, in the absence of further legislation, 

the new system will be found to to be not less anomalous 

than that which it has superseded. 

At this moment, when we are still, as it were, in the 
midst of the stream, though certainly more than half 
way across, the voice of the Lord Chief Justice is raised 
calling us to retrace our steps, and to pause before we 
are irrevocably committed to a system which he deems 
faulty in principle and not by any means so practically 
effective as it is commonly supposed to be. We must 
defer to another opportunity the consideration of the 
only course which seem to be now. practicable, 
merely premising that under no conceivable cireum- 
stances can it be reasonable to continue a system 
under which questions precisely similar are referred to 
the decision of one, two, or three judges, under arrange- 
ments which make it in many cases a mere matter of 
haphazard how the court shall be composed. 





Rehiews. 


MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE. 


Lectures on Mepican Jvuaisprupence. By Francis 
Ocston, M.D., Professor of Medical Jurisprudence in 
the University of Aberdeen. Edited by Francis 
Oasron, jun., M.D. J. & A. Churchill. 


These lectures are primarily intended for practitioners 
in Scotland, and are specially adapted to the legal pro- 
cedure there, but of course on most of the subjects dis- 
cussed the information given is more genéfally serviceable. 
The authors give some account of the legal forms in use 
in England and other countries, where these differ from 
those of Scotland. The short account of English criminal 
practice, given at p. 6, needs considerable - correction, 
and the authors would do well to submit it to the re- 
vision of some English lawyer. In other respects the 
book is very satisfactory, and practitioners in this country 
may with advantage place it on their shelves by the side 
of Taylor. The authors treat with great care and clear- 
ness the various topics connected with medical juris- 
prudence ; but the characteristic of the book seems to be 
the eminently practical way in which they deal with 
their subject, and the candour with which they discuss 
moot points. As an instance of the latter quality, we 
may refer to the remarks on the medical and legal tests 
of insanity at p. 319. The book contains the results of 
the most recent research. Thus, with regard to the 





question of the possibility of the disappearance of a scar, 
which was so much discussed in the Tichborne case, the 
authors refer to the investigations of Caspar in Germany, 
and Hutin and Tardieu in France, from which it appears 
that on about eleven per cent. of persons tattoed or 
otherwise marked the marks had become in time effaced. 
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“The whole of the lecture which treats of this subject is 
most interesting and valuable—see, for instance, the 
discussion on pp. 62, 63 as to identification by the 
examination and measurement of footprints; and of the 
whole book we can say that it gives a very clear and 
practical summary of the most recent views in medical 
jurisprudence, 


BILLS OF COSTS. 


Guipz To THE Preparation or Brizs or Costs, &c., &e. 
By a Bill Clerk (James Dauron). Sixth edition. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


Many additions have been made to this work in the 
present edition, and it now contains considerably over a 
hundred precedents, embracing not only the usual 
common law and chancery forms of bills, but also prece- 
dents in admiralty and probate actions ; probate non- 
contentious business and divorce precedents ; also pre- 
cedents of bills on appeals to the House of Lords, some 
good conveyancing precedents, and many bankruptcy 
precedents. These last are not quite so carefully 
prepared as they might be, and seem to show some 
want of knowledge of bankruptcy practice. The list 
of charges for House of Lords Parliamentary agents, 
attorneys, solicitors, and others, at page 257 et seq., will 
be useful,“ and costs and charges in county courts are 
very fully treated. There is a considerable amount of 
(perhaps unavoidable) repetition, and the book needs 
careful revision. Instances occur here and there of in- 
correct charges; it dues not by any means follow that 
because a precedent is taken from a taxed billitis neces- 
sarily a good precedent. The author must be aware that 
some cost clerks have much delight in “ trying it on” 
with the taxing-masters, and not unfrequently the 
master, in the hurry of a taxation, allows, or omits to 
tax off, most unwarrantable items. On the whole, how- 
ever, we think the beok will be found a useful “ guide to 
the preparation of bills of cosis.” 
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General Correspondence. 


HADGETT’S CASE AND THE INLAND 
REVENUE AUTHORITIES. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—After my letter in your last number I did not 
purpose trespassing upon your space again with refer- 
ence to this matter. 

But, in your number for February 16, you intimate your 
belief that, with regard to instruments presented for stamp- 
ing with the second stamp, and which were dated beyond 
the year back, the commissioners, while-requiring a more 
formal procedure than in the case of instruments dated 
within a year, would yet forego actual payment of the 
penalty. I can say of my own knowledge that such at 
first was the intention (the commissioners purposing 
adopting a pro forma proceeding of requiring a receipt 
for the penalty as though paid, and having the deed 
marked accordingly, to keep within the letter of the 
Stamp Act), which would have saved delay and trouble, 
But I can now eay that they have definitively decided not 
to adopt this reasonable course with instruments dated 
more than a year back, but to require payment of the 
penalty, although afterwards repaying it. 

While in my first letter (in your number for January 
19) I ventured to express the opinion that it hardly 
needed the decision in Hadgett’s case to make clear that 
the two duties were payable under the Act, I am, never- 
theless, of opinion that, under the circumstances of the 
case as it now stands, the course the commissioners have 
decided to adopt will fairly lay them open to a charge of 
leaning to officialism rather than to common sense and 


the interest of the Stamp Revenue. 


Venrrr, 
Feb, 27. = 





COMMISSIONERS TO ADMINISTER OATRS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Perhaps it may be desirable to call some further 
attention to the subject of the note on the recent cage 
of The Duke of Northumberland v. Todd, in last 
week’s number of the Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat, as, from the 
explanation by Vice-Chancellor Wood in Foster yy, 
Harvey, there referred to, it would appear that ‘‘ it was 
the duty of the person who administered the oath to 
explain the meaning of the affidavit to the witness.” Is 
there not some misapprehension as to this? It is the 
universal practice for the commissioner to simply 
administer the oath, without reference to the contents of 
the affidavit, and the fee allowed him for so doing 
manifests that it is*no part of his duty to explain the 
meaning of an affidavit to the witness. 

161, Piccadilly, Feb, 28. Henry M. Datstoy, 

[We quoted the words of the. Vice-Chancellor, 
Ep. 8. J.] 
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AGREEMENT IN WRITING WITH OLIEN? 
UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SOLICITORS 
ACT, 1870. 


In a matter of In re Fernandes and Gill, before the Master 
of the Rolls, on the 22nd ult,, an important question arose 
as to what constitutes an agreement in writing between 
solicitors and their client within the 4th section of 
the Solicitors Act, 1870. According to that sectim 
it will be remembered ‘‘a solicitor may make an agree- 
ment in writing with his client respecting the amount 
and manner of payment for the whole or any part of 
past or future services, fees, charges, or aimburyonea a 
respect of business done or to be done by such solicit 
whether as a solicitor or as @n advocate or conveyancer, 
either by a gross sum or by commission, or percentage, or 
by salary, or otherwise, and either at the same or & 
greater or at a less rate as or than the rate at which he 
would otherwise be entitled to be remunerated, subject to 
the provisions and conditions” contained in the Act. Op 
an application for an attachment against two solicitors for 
non-delivery of their bills of costs under the common order, 
the solicitors contended that they had retained a sum 
£500 in respect of the business transacted under “an 
agreement in writing’ with their client, and that 
they were not liable to deliver their bills of costs, 
They made out their agreement in writing as follows:— 
It appears that they had obtained an advance of £21,000 
for their client on mortgage of some real estate. Various 
out-standing mortgages were to be paid off ont of this 


alleged that if this were done they were to have £500 for 
their trouble and costs. On the completion of the new 
mortgage the solicitors paid in the client’s Lalance to his 

bank, and, on the 15th of June, 1875, sent him a state- 
ment of account showing how this balance had been 
ariived at, in which statement the following item oc- 
curred :—“ Our costs, up to this date, £500.’’ At the same 
time they sent him a letter as follows :—“ We enclose 
statement of account, and have this day paid the money to 
your credit at your bankers.”’ On the 6th of September, 

1875, the client called at the solicitors’ offices and si 

the following memorandum at the foot of the account ia 
their ledger :--“1875, Sept. 6.—I have examined the 
above account and find the same correct.” It was 

for the solicitors that the account and letter signed by them, 
and the client’s note in their ledger signed by him, oon- 
stituted an agreement within the seotion, and that it wae 
not necessary that the agreement should be in one doou- 
ment; if the court, looking at the various writings that. 
had passed, could make out the agreement, that would be 
sofficient. Reference was made to the cases under the 
Statute of Frauds, The Master of the Rolls said that the 





object of passing the Solicitors Act, 1870, was to do 


expediency, and I am persuaded such a course is not in 
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ogway with the anomaly which then existed of a soli- 
gitor being ts to — gg client to take 
»gnything more or less t the nary charge. At 
that time, even if a client agreed to pay his solicitor a 
: gone sum by way of remuneration, still he conld 

bsequently disregard the — on the ground that it 
he intention of the Legislature 
was to alter this, and by the Act the solicitor was to be 
allowed to receive something that he would not otherwise 
have been entitled to, and one mode of remuneration was to 
be substituted for another. In his opinion the way in which 
that was to be done was by an ment in writing made 
in a deliberate manner, showing clearly what the client was 
topay. As tothe decisions under the Statute of Frauds 
they were scarcely applicable, and many of the older 
decisions he could not reconcile, and they would probably 
not be followed at the | time, being rather illustra- 
tions of the astuteness of tribunals to make out agreements 
than decisions as to whether a particular document was an 
agreement or not. He was of opinion that, as to the above 

vision of the Solicitors Act, the Legislature intended 
that it should be carried out so as to make solicitors act 
fairly with clients and vice versd, and that any agreement 
between them should be such as any reasonable man could 
understand. Under the circumstances he did not think that 
what had happened in this case came within the provision, 
—F | solicitors would have six weeks to deliver their bills 





Cases of the Week. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE — Divistntzs AGREEMENT — 
(AGREEMENT IN ParT ULTRA ViIRES—PERFORMANCE OF Part, 


On the 23rd of Febrnary the Court of Appeal (James, 


Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision of 
Fry, J., in the case of The Odessa Tramways Company v. 
Mendel (noted 21 Soticrtors’ Jovrnat, p. 650). By the 
articles of association of the company the directors were 
‘prohibited from issuing shares at a discount, On the 4th 
of January, 1876, the directors, on behalf of the company, 
entered into a written agreement with the defendant, by 
which he agreed to subscribe for 2,000 shares at £10 each 
in the company, which were to be taken up and paid for 
by him in full in such numbers and at such times as should 
be required for the purposes of the company ; and, in con- 
sideration of his doing 80, the company agreed to give him 
the option of subseribing for 15,000 shares at par, to be 
exercised within a fixed time. On the same day the 
directors by letter agreed with the defendant to pay him 
000, in consideration of services rendered by him in 
connection with the company. This sum was to be paid 
by means of bills drawn by him upon the company, and 
secepted by them, the bills to be payable twelve months 
after date, and to be dated upon the day on which he should 
have paid in full for the 2,000 shares. His name was en- 
upon the company’s register of shareholders for 

2,000 shares, but when, in March, 1876, the directors 
ed upon him to pay up 1,000 of the shares in full, he re- 
pudiated the agreement. The action was then brought to 
enforce specific performance. The defence was that theagree- 
ment to take the shares and the agreement for the payment 


' Of the £4,000 were really only one agreement for the issue 


ofthe shares at a discount. The defendant said that he 
had not in fact rendered any services to the company, and 
that thé agreement was divided into two in order to evade 
Provision of the articles that the shares should not be 

at a discount. It was ultra vires, and the court 
Gould not enforce the performance of any part of it, Fry, 
4, said that the defence amounted to this, that the defend- 
ant had colluded with the agents of the company to defraud 
the company. He could not, therefore, be heard to say 
the two agreements were one in order to make void an 
agreement which was, ¢x facie, a legal one. The company 
Were entitled to take the defendant at hie word, and to en- 
force againet him that agreement, which was, ex facie, 
legal. Specific performance must, therefore, be decreed. 
And his lordship said that the same result followed from 
the principle laid down in Wilkinson v. Clements (20 W. R. 
90, L. R. 8 Ob, 96), that, where the parties to an agree- 


_ Ment have contemplated a piecemeal performance of it, the 








court will enforce the performance inthatway. The result 
would probably be that the defendant could not enforce 
the payment of the £4,000 by the company. This decision 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal upon the same 
grounds. 





4 


Contract To DepicaTe Ricut or WAY—PURCHASER FOR 
Vatue witout Notice. —In a case of The Attorney- 
General v. Biphosphated Guano Company, decided by Fry, J., 
on the 23rd of February, an information was filed by the 
Attorney-General, at the relation of the vestry clerk of a 
parish, who was also plaintiff, to restrain the defendant 
from obstructing the public in the free use of aroad across 
the defendants’ land, which, it was alleged, their prede- 
cessors had to dedicate to the public. The vestry 
had, in December, 1874, given their consent to an applica- 
tion made to them by Captain Blakely, the then occu- 
pier of the land under an agreement for a lease 
by the trustees of Morden College, for the diversion of a 
— footway across the land, subject to a new road which 

e had proposed to make and throw open to the public being 
made nnd thrown open accordingly, and to his also making 
@ new footway in substitution for the old one. Captain 
Blakely made the new road and the diverted footway, and 
threw open the former to the public, by whom it was used 
to a eertain extent. After this had been done the trustees 
of Morden College executed a lease of the land to Captain 
Blakely, in which the demised property was described as 
*¢ all that piece of land, &c., as the same is more particularly 
delineated and described in the plan drawn in the margi 
hereof,” and the land was demised ‘subject to the existi 
rights of way over the said land.” In the plan the new 
was shown, but it was marked with the words “ private 
road.” Blakely afterwards assigned the lease to persons who 
had no notice of the agreement with the vestry or of the ex- 
istence of the right of way, except such notice as was given 
y the lease itself, and actual inspection of the pro ; and, 

er various assignments, the property became ve in the 
defendants. Fry, J., held, upon the evidence, that there had 
been no actual dedication of the road to the public, and there 
was nothing in the ap ce of the road or in the nature 
of its user by the public to give notice to any person inspect- 
ing it of the existence of a public right of way. And he 
held that the defendants were entitled to say that they were 
purchasers for value of the property without any notice of 
the agreement, or of the right of way. But for the plan 
annexed to the lease, Blakely’s assignees would have 
been bound to inquire what were the existing rights of way 
over the property. But the plan was, in itself, an answer to 
the inquiry, so far as the new road was concerned, and 
amounted to a representation that the new road was 2 pri- 
vate one, and that no one but the owner of the property had 
any right of way over it, The assignees of the lease from 
Blakely were consequently purchasers for value without 
notice of the agreement or of the right of way, and any pur- 
chaser from them was, even if he had express notice of the 
agreement, in the same position asthey were. For otherwise 
a purchaser for value without notice could not pass on 
to his assignee as good a title as he had acquired himself, and 
thus his rights would be diminished. Judgment was there- 
fore given for the defendants. 





Practics—Extension oF TIME FOR APPBALING—OrD. 
58, r. 15.—The case of McAndrew v. Barker, 26 W. R. 317 
(noted ante, p. 281), came again before the Court of Appeal, 
on the 27th of February, upon an application to extend the 
time for appealing from an order made by the Master of the 
Rolls, upon the trial of an interpleader issue, which the 
Court of Appeal held to be en interlocutory order, dismiss- 
ing the appeal on the ground that it had not been brought 
within twenty-one days. An extension of the time was 
asked for on the ground that there had been a misapprehen- 
sion of the practice of the court as to what were iuterlocu- 
tory orders, and that; as the practice was new, there was 
ee ground for indulgence. The coart (Jessel, M.R., and 

ames and Baggallay, L.JJ.) refused the application, James, 
L.J., observing that the court had no discretion to deprive 
a litigant of the right given to him by the general orders of 
the court. On the expiration of the time limited for appealing 
he had a vested right to retain the decision ia his favour, 
unless there had been anything in the condact of his oppo- 
nent which gave rive to an equity to extend the time. 





j 


~ the ma ay” motion dismissed as an abandoned motion, 
altho’ 
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PracticE—EXtTENsIoNn OF TimE FoR APPEALING—ENTRY 
or Appgat—Orpv. 58. gr. 8, 15.—In the case of In re 
Mansel (noted ante, p. 835), application was made 
‘on the 27th of February to the of Appeal for 
an extension of the time for — down an appeal. 
The order appealed from (un interlocutory one) was 
made on the 24th of January. The notice of appeal was 
served on the 14th of February, and it stated that a motion 
would be made to the court on the 18th of February, or so 
soon thereafter as counsel could be heard, to discharge the 
Vice-Chancellor’s order. The 18th of February was a 
Monday. The next ordinary day for the hearing of appéals 
from interlocutory orders was Wednesday, the 20th of 
Februsry. The appeal was entered on the 19th of February. 
On the 20th of February it was in the list for hearing, but 
the court held that it must te dismissed on the ground 
that it had been entered too late, following the rule laid 
down in In re The National Funds Assurance Company (25 
W. R. 151, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 305) that, “an appeal must be 
entered before the day mentioned in the notice of appeal for 


“ the hearing, or if that day happens to be in a vacation when 


the office is closed, then before the next day of the sitting of 
the court, otherwise the respondent will be entitled to have 


the notice of appeal was given in time.” The 
court, however, gave leave to serve a notice of motion to ex- 
tend the time. This motion came on to be heard on the 
27th of February (before Jessel, M.R., and James and 
Baggallay, L.JJ.). In support of the application it was said 
that the solicitor’s clerk who drew the notice of appeal had 
made a mistake as to the meaning of one of the rules, and 


‘had misapprehended the effect of the decision in In re The 


ational Funds Assurance Company, and it was contended 
that the facts of that case were entirely distinguishable from 
those of In re Mansel. The clerk had given the notice for 
the 18th of February, because he supposed that rule 4 of 
order 58, which says that the notice of appeal from an inter- 
locutory order must be a four days’ notice, meant four days, 
neither more nor less, and not a notice of not less than four 
days. Ifthe notice had been given for the 20th of February 
the entry of the appeal would have been in time. And in Jn re 
National Funds Assurance Company, two days appointed for 
hearing of-appeal motions had been allowed to elapse before 
the — was entered ; in the present case no such day had 
been allowed to elapse; on the contrary, the appeal came 
into the paper on the first possible day after the service of 
the notice. Moreover, the langusge of Brett, L.J.,in In re 
The National Funds Assurance Company, showed that his 
judgment was based upon a considera'ion of the old practice 
of the Court of Chancery with regard to abandoned motions, 
and under that practice a motion could not have been treated 
as abandoned when the counsel moving it was present in 
court to move on the first motion day after the notice of 
motion had been given. At any rate, the judgment of 
Brett, L.J., might easily have led to a mistake as to the ap- 
plication of the rule laid down in that case, and there was 
sufficient reason for granting the indulgence asked for. The 
court, however, refused the application. Jessel, M.R., said 
that a decision of the Court of Appeal on a p-int of practice 
is binding on that court, however constituted, for ever after- 
wards. The rule laid down in In re The National Funds 
Assurance Company was distinct and unmistakable. It was 
accurately expreased in the head note (L. R. 4 Ch. D. 305), 
which was justified by the judgments of James, L.J., and 
Brett, LJ. ; and Baggallay, L.J., did not really differ in the 
way in which he laid down the rule. The only question was 
whether any good reason bad beea shown for granting an 
indulgence, and the only reason assigned was that the 
solicitor's clerk had mistaken the meaning of the rules. If 
that reason was admitted, the rules might as well be re- 
pealed altogether. The other side had nothing to do with 
the clerk’s mistake. They had a right to say, The rules of 
the court gives us a title to the order which has been made, 
unless it is appealed from witbin the time fixed by the rules. 
A mistake made by the clerk of the solicitor of one party 
was no reason for taking away any of the rights of the cther 


party. 


Srrcivic Penronmasce—Lease—Breacn ov Covenant 
—Damacus—Act oy Gon—ALTERATION of LAw.—In a case 
of Newby v. Sharpe, heard by the Court of Appral on the 
25th of February, the action was brought to compel the 


| storing o 





defendant to perform the covenants contained in a lease 
which he granted to the plaintiff. The defendant 
bad granted to the plaintiff a lease for three years, from the 
12th of April, 1875, of the basement of a warehouse for the 
cartridges, and had covenanted to keep the 

premises in fit and proper repair and condition, so that. the 

same might be available for storing cartridges; to keep » 
a proper storekeeper, and to receive and take care of cart. 

sides and there was a covenant for quiet enjoyment, At 
the date of the lease the defendant had let other parts of 
the warehouse for the storage of gunpowder. On the Ist 

of January, 1876, the Explosives Act, 1875 (which had not 

been passed at the date of the lease, though a Bill had 

been introduced into Parliament) came into operation, 

and it prohibited the storage in the same building of 
gunpowder and other explosives, except by special licence 

from the Secretary of State for the Home. Department, 

After this the defendant removed from the premises some 

cartridges which the plaintiff had already stored there, 

and when the plaintiff gave him notice of his intention to 

send other cartridges to be stored, he replied that the 

space leased to the plaintiff was at his disposal, but 

that, looking to the liability to serious penalties under 

the Act, he should be obliged to report the matter 

to the Government inspector. The action was then 

brought for an injunction and damages. Fry, J., held that 

the defendant had, in effect, refused to receive the plaintiff's 

cartridges, and that he had broken both the covenant for 

quiet enjoyment, and the covenant to keep the premises in 

a condition available for storing cartridges. e thought 

the principle of those cases in which it has been held 

a contracting party is not rele:sed from his contract by an 

act of God applied. And he accorded the defendant £600 

damages. The Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and 

Thesiger, L.JJ.) were of opinion that the covenants had not 

been broken. ‘There had been no eviction and no breach 

of thecovenant for quiet enjoyment. And the covenant to 

keep the premises in proper condition merely. applied to 

their physical condition, and did not oblige the defendant 

to obtain a licence from the Home Secretary. There had 

been no refusal by the defendant to receive the cart 

and whatever damage the plaintiff had sustained had resulted 

from the act of the Legislature. Judgment was therefore 

given for the defendant, with costs. 


PLEADING —Ser-or¥ —- CounTER-CLAIM—OrD. 19, Rr, 
8, 10—Wrir oF NE EXEAT—DamAGEs.—An action of Les 
v. Patterson, which was tried by Fry, J., on the 25th of 
February, was brought to take the accounts of a partnership 
between the plaintiff and the defendants. Imm 
after the issue of the writ the plaintiff applied for and 
obtained a writ of ne exeat regno against the defendant 
Patterson, marked for £280. Patterson was arrested, and 
to obtain his discharge he paid the £280 into court in the 
action. In his statement of defence he alleged that the 
writ of ne exeat had been improperly obtained, and that he 
had sustained damage by its issue and by his arrest, for 
which the plaintiff ought to be ordered to pay him damages. 
And, in another paregraph of the defence, he claimed “to 
set-off the amount which shall be ordered to be paid to bim 
by the plaintiff, either under the undertaking 98 to damages 
contained in the said order or otherwise, against any amount 
which may in this action. be found to be due to the plaintiff. 
This paragraph was not headed as a counter-claim, but was 
numbered consecutively as one of the paragraphs of the state- 
ment of defence. It was contended that this was not @ 
proper counter-claim under the above rules, and the decision 
of Fry, J., in Crowe v. Barnicot (25 W. R, 789, L. R. 6 Cb. 
D. 753) was relied upon. Fry, J., held that the po 
was sufficient. It was then objected that, inasmuch as the 
defendant had not moved to discharge the writ, but had by 

ying the money submitted to it, he could not now be 
ee to say that it had been improperly obtained. To this 
it was answered that the defendant had paid the money 
merely for the purpose of obtaining his release from prison, 
and that every question, men hen the ge | of the 
order for the writ, was still open tohim. Fry, J., however, 
held that, as the defendant had not moved to discharge the 
writ, it must be taken to have been Properly issued, 
therefore the defendant was not entitled to any damages 
reason of its issue or of his arrest. 
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Action To AsceRTAIN BounDARIEsS—LANDLORD AND 
TsNANT—JURISDICTION—ForM or OnpER—INnQuiRY.—An 
action of Spike v. Harding, which was tried by Fry, J., on 
the 25th of February, was brought to ascertain the 
boundaries between land of which the defendants were the 
owners in fee, and land of which the plaintiffs were the 
owners in fee, but of which the defendants were in occupa- 
tion, under a lease for a term of 500 — granted by the 
— —— in title to the defendants’ predecessor 

title. The original lessee had thrown down a bank and 
filled up a ditch which had adjoined the boundary, and 
there was a dispute between the plaintiffs and the'defendants 
whether the ditch had stood on the plaintiffs’ or on the 
defendants’ side of the bank, and consequently whether the 
siteof the ditch and the bank belonged to the defendants or 
to the plaintiffs. The question was raised whether the 
court had jurisdiction to ascertain the boundaries between 
the properties of a landlord and tenant aigt the existence 
of the term, or whether the jurisdiction only arose at the 
end of the term. Thcugh no authority precisely in point 
wasadduced ( Willis v. Parkinson, 2 Mer. 507, was cited, but 
in that case the order was made by consent), Fry, J., held 
that, on principle, the jurisdiction must exist. As Lord 
Eldon said, in Attorney-General v. Fullerton, 2 V. & B. 264, 
“q tenant contracts, among other obligations resulting 
from that relation, to keep distinct from his own property 
during his tenancy, and to leave clearly distinct at the end 
of it, h’s Jandlord’s property not in any way confounded 
with his own. This is, therefore, a common equity : that 
at:nan‘, having pet his landlord's property and his own 
together for his own convenience, in order to make the 
most of i; during his tenancy, is bound at the end of the 
term to render up specifically the landlord’s land ; and, if 
he cannot, that a commission sball issue from a court of 
eqaity, to inquire what were the lands of the landlord.” If, 
therefore, through the fault of the tenant the boundaries 
were confused, the court must have jurisdiction to ascertain 
them, although the term was still in existence. And, at 
the desire of the parties, his lordship, following the modern 
practice in partition actions, instead of directing a com- 
mission to issue, ordered a reference to chambers to ascer- 
tain the boundaries, adjourning the further consideration of 
the action, and reserving the costs. 


toe 


Notice or Triat—Orp. 86, 8, 8—AppEenpix B, Form 
No. 14.—At the trial of an action of Harris vy. Gamble, be- 
fore Fry, J., on the 28th of January the defendant Gamble 
did not appear, and judgment was given against him, upon 
ge of an affidavit of service of notice of trial upon 

. The registrar afterwards refused to draw up the 
ov pea on the ground that the notice of trial which 
ad been served was not in the proper form. The action 
was marked with the name of Vice-Chancellor Hall, and 
was afterwards transferred to Fry, J., for trial. The 
notice of trial, which was served before the transfer, was 
headed, “In the High Court of Justice, Chancery Division, 
Vice-Chancellor Hall,” and with the title of the action, 
and proceeded thus—‘‘ Take notice of trial of this action 
bye judge in Middlesex, for the 17th of September, 1877.” 
© registrar was of opinion that the notice ought to have 
been for trial ‘‘by Vice-Chancellor Hall, at Lincoln’s- 
inp.” On the 26th of February, application was made to 
Fry, J.. who held that the notice was sufficient, and 
directed the judgment to be drawn up. 








On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr, Rathbone 
ented a petition fiom the Incorporated Law Society of 

verpool, against the County Courts Jurisdiction Bill. 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed Sir James Fitzjames 

Stephen, Q.C., a Commissioner on the Western Circuit in 

_ of the Lord Chief Baron, whose continued indisposi- 

n prevents him from going as arranged. Mr. Justice 
Grove is the other judge on this circuit, 

It is announced that Mr. Justice Fry will rise on Tuesday 
next for a week; that the Master of the Rolls will sit in the 
Rolls Court on Wednesday next (March 6); that the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir J. Bacon will not sit in court until Thursday 
next, and will not sit in Bankruptey on Monday; Vice-Chan- 
cellor Sir R. Malins rose yesterday for a week; and the Court 
of Appeal will not sit until Friday next. 








Pacteties, 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting of this society, held at the 
Law Institution, Chanucery-lane, on Tuesday evening last; 
Mr, James W. Mills in the chair, the question appointed 
for the evening's discussion was :—‘‘ Is the law of primo- 
geniture beneficial?” Mr. G. H. Radford, LL.B., opened 
the debate, supporting the negative, and was followed by 
Mr. Lloyd Jones, Mr. Bird, and Mr. Barry, who main- 
tained the affirmative. After a long discussion, in which 
the benefits to a landowner’s tenants and the hardship 
likely to be felt by the family if an owner of land died 
intestate were fally shown, and the opinion of the leading 
writers on the subject and the laws of foreign nations had 
heen brought forward, and the subject had been 
thoroughly discussed from its social and political points of 
view, on the question being put to the meeting the votes 
were equal, and the question was decided in the affirma- 
tive by the casting vote of the chairman. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The usual weekly meeting of the society was held at 
Clement’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday last, under the presi- 
dency of Mr. E. H. Pickersgill. The following question 
formed the subject for the evening’s discussion :—‘‘ That 
the continued refusal of the Benchers of the Inns of Court 
to grant to solicitors greater facilities for passing to the 
other branch of the profession is to be condemned.” - Mr. 
J. 8. Rubinstein opened the affirmative of the debate and 
was supported by Messrs. Moyle, Spokes, Brynmar Jones, 
Archibald, and others, Messrs. Ashton, Cross, Stuart, 
Wortley, and Shirley-Shirley opposed the motion, which, 
after an able summing-up from the chairman, was decided 
in the affirmative by a large majority. 





LEEDS LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Monday last, 
when Mr. Thomas Dalton, solicitor, took the chair, The 
question for discussion was “ That the Chargh of England 
be Disestablished and Disendowed,” which Mr. Calvert 
supported in the affirmative and Mr. Dygon in the negative. 
Nearly all the members present spoke on the subject, and 
a long and interesting discussion was the result. The 
chairman having summed up, the question was put to the 
meetiog and decided in the negative by a majority of 
three. A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the 
meeting. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The third annual general meeting of the society was 
held at the rooms, Aldine-court, High-street, Sheffield, on 
Monday, the 25th ult. There were present Messrs. Addy, 
Bagshawe, A. J. Binney, J. Binney, A. S. Binney, Bram- 
ley, Branson, Brown, J. Chambers, J. C. Clegg, Coombe, 
Dust, W. B. Esam, W. Fretson, B. Greaves, Hughes, Ibbot- 
son, Newbould, Pye-Smith, Simpson, Styring, B. Wake, 
W. Wake, G. E. Webster, Wheat, and A. Wightman. 

Mr. W. Wake took the chair. 

The report, as printed, having been taken as read, 
it was resolved : 

1.—That the report, presented by the committee, bereceived, 
confirmed, and adopted. 

2.—That the accounts of Mr. Broomhead, the treasurer for 
the past year, as printed, be approved and passed, 
and that the-thanks of the society be given to him 
for his services. 

8.—That the cordial thanks of this meeting be given to 
Mr. Bramley, the secretary, for bis services during 
the past year, 

4.—That Mr. W. Wake be re-elected the President, Mr. 
Wm. Smith be re-elected the vice-president, Mr. 
Broomhead be re-elected the treasurer, and Mr. 

Bramley be re-elected the secretary of this society. 
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5.—That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed to 
act with the officers mentioned in-the last resolu- 
tion as the committee for the ensuing year, namely, 
Messrs. T. W. Badger (otherham) Bagshawe, 
W. B. Esam, W. Prcecn, Oxley (Rotherham), 
J. Shipton (Chesterfield), C. E. Vickers, B. Wake, 
G. E. Webster, Wheat, and A. Wightman. 

6.—That in view of the large accession of members from 
Rotherham ard Chesterfield, it is desirable to in- 
increase the number of committee-men, other than 
the officials, to 15; and the committee are requested 
to take the necessary steps under the articles to 
carry out this change. 

7.—That Messrs. Watson and Newbould be appointed the 
auditors of the society for the ensuing year. 

8.—That the thanks of the society be givento A. J. Mun- 
della, Esq. M.P., for his attention to the matters 
laid before bim by the committee, and for prints 
of the more important Bills brought into Parlia- 
ment during the last session, which he Las for- 
warded to the committee. 

9.—That this society is of opinion that it is most desirable, 
on public grounds, that civil causes should be 
tried at the winter assizes, now held at Leeds to- 
wards the close of each year, under the Winter 
Assizes Act ; and the committee are requested to 
confer with other Yorkshire Law Societies and the 
county and borough members, and take such other 
steps as they may think likely to bring about 
an alteration in the present course of proceed- 


ings. 

10.—That a accommodation at present provided for solici- 
tors and witnesses attending Leeds Assizes is 
totally inadequate, and that the attention of the 
Leeds Corporation be called to the great necessity 
for an alteration in this respect. 

11.—That in order to celebrate the formation of the society, 
and the accession of 110 members within thirty 
months thereafter, a dinner be held, and that the 
committee now elected make the necessary arrange- 
ments, having power for this object to add to their 
number, and to issue invitations to other than 
members. 

12.—That this society cordially approves of the clause 
which Mr, Gregory, M.P., intends to propose for in- 
sertion in the Bar Discipline Pill to allow solicitors 
of five years standing to be at once called to the bar 
on being struck off the roll of solicitors and pass- 
ing the bar examination, and trusts that it will be- 
come law during the present session. 

13.—That the annual meeting bein future held on such 
day in February es the committee may from time 
to time select. 

14.—That the thanks cf the meeting be given to the chair- 
man for presiding. 





The report of the committee, after stating that the num- 
ber of members has increased since the last general meet- 
ing from 78 to 110, refers to the following matters of general 
interest :— 

Conveyancing Charges.—It was the subject of regret in 
the last report that the committee were unable to announce 
any step taken by the Lord Chancellor with respect to 
sanctioning a legal scale of conveyancing charges further 
than to report that he had the matter under his con- 
sideration, As no progress seemed to be made, your 
committee deemed it advisable to revise the scale 
that had been for some time in partial use in Shef- 
field and the neighbourhood, and after several meetings, 
they, in June, 1877, issued to the members a scale of com- 
mission in the cass of sales, purchases, mortgages, and 
building leases, and recommended it for general adoption by 
members of the society, in all cases where a commission 
scale could be pre _ employed. 

Some few complaints have been made of the operation of 
the scale, but your committee find, on the other hand, that 
it has much been used, and that on the whole it has worked 
satisfactorily in ordinary cases. 

Anti- Alienation Clauses in Leases.—Mach of the time of 
the committee during this year has been occupied in the 
consideration of the clauses referring to the restraint on 
alienation contained ia building and other leases, and, in 


sac those granted bythe Duke of Norfolk and his pre. 
ecessors, and much correspondence has ensued between 
duke’s advisers and the committee. It is satisfactory to be 
able toannounce that the main difficulties connected with 
the removal of the clause have been overcome ; and there ‘is 
very little difference between the duke’s advisers and the 
committee as to the other parts of the duke’s leases, and itig 
hoped your committee will be able to bring the matter to a 
satisfactory conclusion at an early day. 

Fire Insurance,—The last report called attention to the 
objections to two clauses usually contained in fire insurance 
solhahes, and pointed out the difficulties that might arise in 
consequence of the use of such clauses. It was known that an 
appeal in a case, London, Liverpool, and Globe Insurance Com- 
pany v. North British Insurance Company, decided by the Mas. 
ter of the Rolls in favour of the more liberal interpretation of 
the clauses in the fire policies, was pending. The Court of 
soe upheld the decision of the Master of the Rolls, and 
both decisions may be referred to with advantage. The 
result of this decision is that the clauses -are held to refer 
to an insurance of the same interest in the property, and 
not an insurance of the same property, and though it 
appeared to the committee that the judges had somewhat 
strained the literal meaning of the clauses to arrive ata 
sensible and just decision, yet they cannot doubt the 
case will have its effect. It has been stated that the North 
British Office has omitted from its new policies the two 
objectionable clauses. 

Articled Clerks.—Your committee suggest that a list of 
articled clerks, with the dates when and the terms for which 
ow were articled, should be made out and hung up in the 


The question of a return of part of the premium should 
the master die during the term was considered by the com- 
mittee, who passed a resolution to the following effect:— 
“ That in the opinion of this committee some return of the 
premium paid on the articles of clerkship should be made 
when the rrincipal dies within the first three years of the 
term and such provision may be inserted in the articles.”” 
Ic the case that prompted the inquiry it was thought well 
that the proportion should be as follows:—One-half to be 
returned if the priccipal died within the first year, one 
third if within the second, and one-fourth if within the 
third. 

An appendix contains the following decisions upon con- 
veyanci oints :-— 

18th of May, 1877.—The committee recommend that the 
vendor should covenant to produce succession duty accounts, 
where he retains them on the ground that they relate to 
other property. That in such case he should furnish at his 
own expense a full copy of so much of the account as relates 
to the property sold. That where an account relates ex- 
clusively to the property sold, the vendor should hand it 
over to the purchaser, 

That where a deed is covenanted to be produced, a 
mention of the covenant should be by the vendor indorsed 
on it. 

15th of June, 1877.—The following question from the 
Bristol Law Society having been received—‘“ Upon the out 
and out sale of a plot of land (part of a building estate) 
subject to building and other covenants, stated sertatim in 
a contract—Is it improper, from a professional point of 
view, for the vendor's solicitor to claim the preparation of 
the conveyance ? ”—it was resolved :— 

“That the secretary inform the Bristol Law Society that 
such course as is mentioned in the question would, in the 
opinion of this committee, be improper.” 

15th of November, 1877.—On the consideration of the 
following question:— — 

** If the vendor's solicitor files certificate of acknowledg- 
ment of married woman, who should procure office copy, 
at whose expense ? ”’— 

“ Resolved—That the vendor's solicitor should file the 
certificate and get office copy at his own expense, and 
forward such copy to the purchaser's solicitor.” 
14th of December, 1877.—The question of charging for a 
duplicate of @ contract on a sale by auction having been 


«« Resolved—That the vendor's solicitor should furnish to 
the purchaser, or his solicitor, a duplicate of the contract, 
duly stamped, without any cost to the purchaser.” 
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Lord Chancellor, with a view to th : -arrang t of the 
MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW | Chace to resign, and Mr. T. M. Shattlewo-th (of Preston) 


ASSOCIATION. 


The annual oan meeting of the members of this 
association was held on Monday, the 21st of January, at 
¢heir rooms, Cross-street-chambers, Cross-street, when an 
account of the receipts and disbursements (previously audited 
two of the members) was submilted and passed, and the 
ao and committee were elected for the ensuing year. 
The proceedings of this society for the last year were 
stated in areport, which was read by the honorary secretary, 


‘and unanimously adopted, and from which we make the 


following extracts :— 
After stating that the treasurer's accounts for the past 
show a balance in hand of £110 14s, 6d., and noting 
geveral of the statutes of the last session, the report refers 
to assize arrangements in Lancashire. Early in the year 
the Lord Chancellor having consented to receive a deputa- 
tion on the subject of additional assize sittings ia Lancashire, 
a deputation from your association joined one from the 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool in waiting on his 
lordship on the 21st of March. he Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the Home Secretary were present, with the 
flord Chancellor. Sir Thomas Bazley, bart., and Mr. 
Birley attended as members for Manchester, and Mr. 
Rathbone and Mr. Torr as members for Liverpool. The 
grievances caused by the inadequacy of the time allotted for 
assizes in Liverpool and Manchester were stated by the 
deputations, who urged upon the Lord Chancellor the 
necessity for more frequent, as well as longer, sittings at both 
places. His lordship admitted the importance of the sub- 
ject, and desired to be furnished with statistics of the time 
given by the judges at Lancaster, Liverpool, and Manches- 
ter for the last three or four years, and promised to confer 
with his colleagues on the question. He thought the case 
ight perhaps be met by a longer time being allowed at 
cs assize, and said (repeating his remark made to a 
former deputation) that what was asked would prac- 
tically amount to continuous sittings in Lancashire, with 
official sittings in London. His lordship asked whether 
it was sought to have resident judges, but this was dis- 
claimed by the deputations, who stated they would prefer 
more frequent sittings by a succession of judges. The Lord 
Chancellor said the judges had not contemplated this, but it 
was urged that existing arrangements must be modified to 
meet the pressure of increasing business. 

Shortly after the interview your committee forwarded to 
the Lord Chance'lor statistics showing the number of causes 
entered for trial, and the time allowed at the Manchester 
Assizes for the last four years, the mode in which the cause 


’ list of the last Manchester Assizes was disposed of, and a 


statement of the facts relating to the case of Winterbottom v. 
Corporation of Salford and others, which, having been part 
heard at Manchester, was in consequence of want of time ad- 
journed by consent to Liverpool, when, owing to thenon-attend- 
@ace of one of the jury, the case could not be proceeded with, 


and all the expense incurred was thrown away. The infor. 
mation thus supplied was quoted by the Lord Chaicellor in 
the House of Lords on the 13th of April, in the debate on 
the Judicature Acts Amendment Bill, as proving the unsatis- 
factory mature of the present arrangements for assizes in 
Manchester and Liverpool. 

On the occasion of Mr. Osborne Mor, calling the 
attention of the House of Commons to the delays in the 
administration of justice under the Judicature Acts, and 
moving for an increase in the number of judges, your com- 
mittee requested the members for this city to support the 

on. 

eguently your committee observed with great surprise 
that in the arrangements for the summer circuits one judge 
only (Mr. Justice Hawkins) was appointed to take the 
Rorthern circuit ; they at once addressed the Lord Chan- 
¢ellor on the subject, and the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool took similar action ; the contemplated arrange- 
ments were changed, and Mr. Justice Denman, as well as 
Mr, Justice Hawkins, was appointed to the northern circuit, 
and Sir J. Fitzjames Stephen was appointed as commissioner 
to the south-eastern circuit in the place of Mr. Justice 

an, 

Office of Associate.—Mr. Paget, one of the district 
gistrars of the High Court at Liverpool, who had 
ny virtue of his office of Prothonotary of the 

leas at Lancaster, acted as associate, with deputies 
@ Preston and Manchester, having been called upon by the 








having been appointed clerk of assize, with the power of 
appointing the associate, your committee addressed a 
letter to Mr. Shuttleworth suggesting that he should appoint 
Mr. Walker (the registrar of the Manchester district) as the 
associate, or deputy, for the Manchester district. Mri 
Shuttleworth in reply stated that he was allowed one 
associate only for the whole circuit, and that he had 
appointed Mr. J. W. Heath as associate for the entire 
circuit. 

Universi'y Education for Solicitors.—On the introduction 
of the Oxford and Cambridge Universities Bill, your com- 
mittee supported the action taken by the Incorporated 
Law Society by presenting a petition to the House of Com- 
mons in favour of provision being made for redacing the 
term of residence at the universities necessary to obtain 
a degree to two years, and that the vacation should be 
shortened ; but that if it should bo considered objection- 
able to reduce the vacations for all purposes, it should be 
permitted to undergraduates intending to take their 
degrees in two years to remain longer in the university 
during @ portion of the time at present assigned to vaca- 
tions. 

Mr. Gregory, M.P., moved in committee on the Bill a 
clause with this object, but, after considerable discussion 
(the clause being opposed by the Government), the motion 
was negatived on a division by a small majority. 


Stamp-fice Arrangements.—A letter having been received 
from the Board of Inland Revenue stating that the advan- 
tages now offered by the stamp-office in Manchester for 
stamping forms and executed documents had been made use 
of to a much smaller extent than wes expected, and the 
Chamber of Commerce of Liverpool having memorialized the 
Board to remove the stampiag machinery and office staff to 
that town, your committee issued to the profession in Man- 
chester and the surrounding towns a circular bringing under 
their notice the facilities which the local stamp office now 
affords for transacting the stampiog business of the district, 
They also addressed the board on the subject, and took the 
opportunity of poiating out that the inability of the local 
office to impress the denoting stamp influenced, toa considers 
able extent, the amount of business brought to the Man- 
chester stamp-office from a district where conveyances on 
chief rent are so common. 

The result of the representations made by your committee 
on this subject was that the Board determined to make an 
important relaxation in the existing regulations as to 
stamping originals and duplicates, by allowing originals and 
duplicates to be produced at the Manchester office, and the 
duties to be paid on both ; the duplicate to be then marked 
with the duty impressed on the original, and forwarded by 
the collector to the head office to be stamped, after exa- 
mination there, with the denoting stamp. By this arra 
ment the necessity for forwarding the originals to on 
is obviated, and the duplicates are dealt with through the 
ageucy of the local officials. 

Your committee, by means of another circular, at once 
made known this important concession to the wants of the 
district, and the change has since been carried into effect 
with great satisfaction to those members of tho profession 
who have availed themselves of the additional facilities thus 
afforded, 

Removal of Contents of Archieptscopal Registry at York.— 
Your committee having learned that it was in contemplation 
to remove to London the contents of the registries of the 
Archbishop of York, comprising testamentary documents 
which have accumulated there during five or six centuries, 
and including a vast number of wills affecting property in 
the county of York and the other counties in the northern 
province, prepared a memorial to the Lords of the Treasury 
asking for the construction, at York, of a probate registry 
with suitable rooms for the safe custody of the archives ia 
question, so as to take away the principal reason for their 
removal. The memorial was presented, together with 
several others from public bodies in York, thn and else- 
where, to the Right Honourable W. H. Smith, Secretary to 
the Treasury, y an influential deputation, headed by the 
Archbishop of York. 

Provincia’ Meeting of the Incorporated Law Society— 
Your committee conveyed through the deputation au in- 
vitation to the Incorporated Law Society to hold their next 
provincial meeting in Manchester, a resolution was 
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passed thanking your association for the invitation and re- 
ferring it to the council of the society. 

The committee have reason to believe that the invitatitn 
will be accepted by the council, and trust that on the 
occasion of Manchester being honoured by the presence of 
the Incorry orated Law Society every member of the associa- 
tion will do his utmost to secure a pleasant and successful 
meeting. 





= 





Obituary. 


MR. WILLIAM HENRY BROOKE. 


Mr. William Henry Brooke, solicitor, died at his resid- 
ence, 7, Vicar-street, Dudley, cn the7th inst. Mr. Brooke 
was admitted a solicitor in 1848, and soon afterwards com- 
menced business at Dudley. In 1855 he was elected clerk 
to the Local Board, and about ten years later, on the granting 
of a charter of incorporation to Dudley, he was — 
to be the first town clerk of the borough, and he held that 
office until the time of his death. He devoted himself with 
great assiduity to all his official duties, and —— the 
esteem and confidence of all sections in the Town Council. 
Mr. Brocke was a commissioner for oaths in the Supreme 
Court, and a perpetual commissioner for Staffordshire and 
Worcestershire, and he had a good private practice, having 
for scme time acted as solicitor to the trustees of Baylie’s 
Charity, to the Dudley Freehold Land Society, and to the 
Dudley and Midland Counties Building Society. His pre- 
mature death has caused universal regret at Dudley. 


MR. WILLIAM RODWELL. 


Mr. William Rodwell, who practised for many-years as a 
solicitor at Ipswich, died on the 16th ult., at 1, Royal 
Crescent, Bath. He was admitted s — in am ae 
practised for many years at Ipswich, in partnership 
with Mr. John Chevalier Cobbold (some time M.P. for 


Ipswich), and afterwards in partnership with Mr. Charles 
Steward. Mr. Rodwell retired from the profession about 
twenty-five years ago, and was afterwards a member of the 
banking firm of Bacon, Cobbold, Rodwell, & Co., at Ipswich. 
Mr. Rodwell trought to his occupation as a banker a 
thorough knowledge of law and a varied business experi- 
ence which caused his commercial career to be very 
successful. He tock a very active interest in subjects con- 
nected with banking and currency; was a member of the 
Association of Issuing Bankers, and on two separate 
oceasions received from the private bankers a testimonial in 
acknowledgment of the manner in which he had watched 
over their interests. Mr. Rodwell was a magistrate, both 
for the borough of Ipswich and for the county of Suffolk, in 
which capacity his legal knowledge and experience were 
most valuable. He was a leading member of the Conserva- 
tive parly. Mr. Rodwell married the daughter of Mr. 
Benjamin Hunter, of Glencarse, Perthshire. His eldest 
son is Mr. Benjamin Bridges Hunter Rodwell, Q.C., M.P., 
for Cambridgeshire. Another sov, Mr. Hasell Rodwell was 
admitted a solicitor in 1847, and is now in practice at 
Ipewich. 


ME. JOHN KILBY. 


Mr. John Kilby, solicitor (of the firm of Kilby, Son, & 
Mace), of Banbury and Chipping Norton, died at his 
residence, Western Villa, West-street, Banbury, on the 
18th ult., after three months’ illness. Mr. Kilby was born 
im 1210, and was admitted a solicitor in 1850. He was a 
commissioner for osths in the Supreme Court, and a 

commissioner for Warwickshire, Oxfordshire, 

i shire, N hire, and Gloncester- 
shire, and he aleo held the of solicitor to the Ban- 
Company and the North Oxfordshire Building 

, and bad en extensive private practice. He had 

some time in partnership with bis son Mr, Harry 
Kilby, who was admitted in 1866, and with Mr. Thomas 
Mace, the ing offices at Chipping Norton as well 
. Me. took great interest in public 

had been for some time a member of the 





MR. WILLIAM FELL. 


Mr, William Fell, soliciter, proctor, and notary, died at 
his residence in The Close, Lichfield, on the 17th ult. Mr, 
Fell was the son of the Rev. William Fell, Prebendary of 
Lichfield, and was born in 1812. He was admitted g 
solicitor in 1837, and had ever since carried on business at 
Lichfield. He had a very extensive business as a proctor, 
and was for many years deputy-registrar of the Lichfield 
Consistory Court. In 1864, he was appointed by Bisho 
Lonsdale to the office of registrar of the diocese, in wh 


post Mr. Herbert Courteney Hodson was subsequently 


associated with him. He was also a notary public, and 
registrar of the archdeaconries of Stafford and Derby, and 
since the passing of the Probate Act of 1857, he hax beer 
registrar of the District Probate Registry at Lichfield. Mr, 
Fell was well versed in ecclesiastical law, and his advice 
was much valued by the bishop and clergy of the diocese, 
His health had been for a long time failing, and he had 
been confined to his bed for six weeks. He had been twice 
married, and leaves two daughterz. 








Appointutents, Ete. 


Mr. James Henny Sprinc BRANsON, barrister, of Madras, 
bas been appointed to act as Professor of Law at the Madras 
Presidency on Mr. Branson was called to the bar at 
the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1862. 

Mr. H. G. Gotprnenam, of 49, Foregate-street, Worces- 
ter, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of Worcestershire. 

Mr, Wiiu1am ALEXANDER BaILiiz Hamitton, barrister, 
has been appointed Private Secretary to the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland. Mr. Hamilton is the son of Admiral William 
Alexander Baillie Hamilton, and was born in 1844. He 
was educated at Harrow, and has been for several years « 
clerk in the Colonial Office. Mr. Hamilton was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1872, 
and he has been private secretary to Mr. Lowther, while 
Under-Secretary of State for the colonies, 


Mr. Witt1AM Exterxer Harz, barrister, of Bombay, 
has been appointed First Judge of the Bombay Small Causes 
Court. Mr. Hart was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Easter Term, 1871. He was formerly clerk and sealer to 
the Insolvent Debtors’ Court at Bombay, and he has been 
for some time official reporter to the High Court. 


Mr. Epwix Joun Hayes, solicitor, of Birmingham, has , 


been appointed Solicitor to the Birmingham, Tame, and 
Rea District Drainage Board at a salary of £200 a year. 
Mr. Hayes was admitted a solicitor in 1850, and is town 
clerk of the borough of Birmingham. 


The Hon. Rozert Cuartes Herzert, barrister, has been 
appointed High Sheriff of Shropshire for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Herbert is the fourth son of the second Earl of Powis. 
He was born in 1827, and was educated at Eton and at 
St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he uated in the 
first class of the classical tripos in 1849. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1853, and 
formerly practised as a conveyancer. Mr. Herbert has beem 
Chancellor of the Diocese of Lichfield since 1875, and is a 
magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for Shropshire. 


Mr. Puixip StarLzton Hvumperston, solicitor, has been 
appointed High Sheriff of Cheshire for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Humberston is the son of Mr. Philip Humberston, 
solicitor, of Chester, and was born in 1812, He was 
educated at Westminster, and was admitted a solicitor in 
1836, and he practised for a long time at Chester, first in 
partnership with his father, and afterwards in partnershi 
with Messrs. Thomas Helps and Francis Parker. 
retired from business about twenty years ago, and from 
1859 till 1865 he was M.P., for Chester in the Conservative 
interest. Mr. Humberston is a deputy-lieutenant for 
Cheshire, and a magistrate for Denbighshire, Chesbire, and 
the city of Chester. 

Mr. James Lowruer, barrister, M.P., has been appointed 
Chief Secretory for Ireland, in succession to Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach, ted Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
Mr. Lowther is the second son of Sir Char'es Hugh Lowther, 
bar and was bora in 1840. He was educated at 
Ww , wud at Trinity College, Cambridge, sod 
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* was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas 


Term, 1864. He has been M.P. for the city of York in the 
Conservative interest since 1865. Mr. Lowther was Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Poor Law Board from August till 
December, 1868, and for the last four years he has been 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies. 


Mr. Jouw Mircuert Marsnatt, solicitor (of the firm of 
Hedges, Son, & Marshall), of Wallingford, has been elected 
Treasurer of the Borough of Wallingford. Mr. Marshall was 
admitted a solicitor in 1864. His senior partner, Mr. 
Charles Hedges, is Town C'erk of Wallingford. 


Mr. Wyxexam Gerorce Nicott, solicitor, of 230, Port- 
Jand-road, and Hanwell, has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 


England. 


Mr. GeoRGE PEARSON, solicitor, of Bristol, has been elected 
Clerk to the Radstock Local Board. 


Sir Putte Rose, baronet, has been aprointed High 
Sheriff of Buckinghamshire for the ensuing year. Sir 
P. Rose is the second son of Mr. William Rose, of High 
Wycombe, and was born in 1816. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1844, and was for many years a member of the 
firm of Baxter, Rose, & Norton, of Victoria-street. He has 
now retired from practice, and in 1874 he was created a 
baronet as an acknowledgement of his services to the Con- 
servative party. Sir P. Rose has been a treasurer of county 
courts since 1858, and he is a magistrate and deputy- 
lieutenant for Buckinghamshire, 


Mr. Joun Dovetas SanprorpD, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Judicial Commissioner for Mysore. Mr. Sandford 
was formerly scholar of Trinity College, Oxford, where 
graduated first class in classics in 1855. He has been a 
member of the Bengal Civil Service since 1856, and was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1870. Mr. Sandford has been for some time Judicial Com- 
missioner for British Burmah. 

Mr. Epwarp Henry Tuorng, solicitor (of the firm of 
Thorne, Smith, & Thorne), of Wolverhampton, has been 
elected President of the Wolverhampton Law Association 
ann year. Mr. Thorne was admitted a solicitor 
in 1872, 
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High Court of JFustice, 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before Mauna, Y.C.) 
Feb. 20.— Watson v. Rodwell, 


This action was brought for the purpose of having certain 
settled accounts, charged by a solicitor, re-opened and his 
bill of costs taxed. The plaintiff was an old lady of seventy- 
seven years. Her husband died in February, 1873, leavi 
her property to the amount of £300 a year, and she ha 
property of her own worth about £100 a year. It became 
necessary to file a short bill in chancery to settle a question 
of construction under the testator’s will, and the plaintiff 
a5 wet sought the advice of the defendant as to some 
other legal proceedings. Another bill was then filed, and 

that an arrangement was entered into between the 
tiff and her sisters and her five nephews, under which 

e gay allowed them a certain sum of money 
annually, Then a petition was presented to the court for 
the gepete of confirming that arrangement and afterwards 
& release was executed by all the parties. The bills of 
costs for all these proceedings, which were taken within the 
period of eight months, amounted to £1,171. There were 
sixteen bills of costs in all, and they extended over 470 

oO pages. These bills were settled, and the plaintiff now 
Sought to have the accounts re-opened and the bills taxed, 
on the ground that they were exorbitant, and that she did 
not fully understand the nature of the charges made. The 

ence was that the proceedings in Chancery were taken 
by the advice of counsel ; that tho defendant had offered 
to have his bills taxed; and that the amount was settled 
arrangement and with the advice of a solicitor who had 
deen employed by the "reese and, further, that the 
defendant had taken off £10 por cent. to make a final settle- 








Higgins, Q.C., and Fooks, jun., ap for the plain- 
tiff ; Glasse, Q.C., and Renshaw, for the defendant. 

The Vice-CHANCELLOR said this was a lamentable case. 
This poor woman, who was left very comfortably off by her 
husband, had, in a shorc period, got rid of the whole of her 
money and was now in a destitute condition. She had been 
importuned for money by her nephews and had given them 
large sums. The first suit in chancery was perfectly proper, 
but the subsequent proceedings were entirely useless. The 
deed of arrangement, which cost no less than £400, might 
have been prepared for £30. The petition to the court 
was an ingenious device for creating costs. The parties 
were all of full age and capable of contracting on their 
own behalf, and there were no grounds whatever for any 
such petition. The deed of release, which occupied seven 
skins of parchment, was entirely useless after the petition ; 
bat, if necessary, the object might have been effected by a 
short document. The bill of costs was perfectly appalling, 
and though it had been stated that the plaintiff well under- 
stood it, he could not see how it was possible for a woman 
of the plaintiff's sge, however intelligent she might be, to 
comprehend all the details of these proceedings, comprised 
inso voluminous a document as this bill of costs, some items 
in which, in his lordship’s opinion, ought never to have been 
charged to the plaintiff. The general principle was that a 
bill of costs could not be disturbed after it had been settled, 
except in special circumstances—that is, where the charges 
were uousual and exorbitant ; but the court would not be 
slowto interfere in a case occurring between a solicitor 
and client where the client was an old woman and was not 
sufficient]y protected by advice. In the circumstances of 
this case, his lordship felt no difficulty in deciding that the 
accounts must be re-opened and the solicitor's bills must be 
taxed.— Times. 


QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Before Cocksury, C.J., and Maxis, J.) 
Feb. 25.—Jn re A Soiicitor. 


Solicitors’ Act, 1874, s. 10—Intervention of Incorporated 
Law Society. 

Murray, on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, 
moved, undersection 10 of the Solicitors’ Act, 1874, under 
the following circumstances :— 

An application by a private person for a rule nisi to 
compel the solicitor to answer certain affidavits, or to show 
cause why he should not be struck off the rolls, had been 
heard, and the rule granted, but no motion had been made 
to make the rule absolute, and it had come to the know- 
ledge of the Incorporated Law Society that the matters in 
difference between the parties on which the rule was 
granted had been compromised by the payment of a sum 
of money. Counsel now moved fora rale to compel the 
solicitor to comply with the former rule. 

CockBuRN, C.J., pointed out that section 10 only gave 
power to the registrar of solicitors to appear “ apon the 
hearing of such application” against a solicitor, and that 
there was now no such application before the court. 

The Court said that as the section was ambiguous it 
would be better for the Law Society to make a substantive 
motion against the solicitor, independently of the former 
rale. 

Murray accordingly moved, independently of the former 
rule, and the court granted a rale that the solicitor should 
anawer the matters in the aflidavits, which were already 
on the file of the court. 


(Before Cocxnury, C.J., and Manisry, J) 
In ve Edward Hugh Tilsiey. 


Murray applied on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society 
to atrike off the rolls E, H. Tilsley, who had been convicted 
of embezzlement, and sentenced to six months’ imprisonmen 
He had filed an affidavit in explanation, stating that he had 
deen in the service of the Inland Revenue Department, and 
had received an open cheque for the department, which he 
had cashed but not paid over. He retired, leaving the 
documents behind him in his desk, which, being dix 
covered, led to his yution, and then, on application, 
he paid the amount, and he alleged that he had always 
intended to do 80. 

Dawson Yelverton appeared for the solicitor, 


on: ae AC ernie et tht ed labia . . 
a oes i omiamesiatnstbiniestmnentennhinamesead ia eniadnuneieestdnensnenaadeern edd anbiceeun ena ee Ee ee 
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The case was moved on a copy of the certificate of con- 
viction, and it was stated by Murray that for 100 years, 
ever since the time of Lord Mansfield, it had beea the prac- 
tice to strike convicted felons off the roll. 

Cocxsurn, C.J.—That has always been the course. It 
is our duty to uphold the honour and character of the other 
branch of the profession, and it would be quite inconsistent 
with that to allow to remain upon the roll a person who bas 
been convicted of felony, and is suffering his punishment. 
If the defendant should ever recover his character, it will be 
for him to make an application to be restored. 





Pending Degislation. 


MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACTS AMENDMENT. 
A Bill to Amend the Matrimonial Causes Acts. 
(Mr. Herschell and Sir H. Holland.) 

This Bill proposes to enact (clause 2) that where the 
Queen’s proctor or any other person shall intervene in any 
suit or proceeding for divorce or for nullity of marriage, 
the court may make such order as to the costs of all and every 
party or parties thereto occasioned by such intervention 
as may seem just; and such party or parties shall be 
entitled to recover such costs in like manner as in other 
eases: Provided that the Treasury may order any costs 
which the Queen’s proctor shall, by any order of the court 
made under this section, pay to the said party or parties, 
to be deemed to be part of his expenses of his office. 

Clause 3 provides thet upon any petition presented by a 
husband on the ground that his wife has been guilty of 
adultery, if it be proved that the petitioner bas himself been 
guilty of a matrimonial offence by reason whereof the court 
shall reject the prayer of the said petition, it shall be lawful 
for the court to order that the husband shall, to the satis- 
faction of the court, secure to the wife such gross sum of 
money, or such annual sum of money for any term not 
exceeding her own life, or pay to her such monthly or 
weekly sums dsriog their joint lives as, having regard to 
her fortane (if any), to the ability of the husband, and to 
the conduct of the parties, it shall deem reasonable; and 
the court shall bave the same powers with reference to the 
said order as if the same had been made on a decree pro- 
nouncing a dissolution of marriage. 

Clause 4 extends the power given by 22 & 23 Vict. ec. 61, 
s. 5, to cases where there are no children of the marriage. 


TERRITORIAL WATERS JURISDICTION. 

A Bill intituled an Act to regulate the Law relating to the 
Trial of Offences committed on the Sea within a certain 
distance of the Coasts of Her Majesty’s Dominions. 


(The Lord Chancellor.) 


Clause 2 of this Bill provides that an offence committed 
by 2 person who is not a subject of her Majesty on the 
open sea within the territorial waters of her Majesty’s 
dominions is an offence within the jurisdiction of the 
Admiral [i.c., of the Admiralty, clause 6], although it may 
have been committed on board or by means of a foreign 
Pap and such offence may be tried and punished accord- 


¥. 

By clause 3 proceedings for the trial and punishment of 
any such offence as is declared by this Act to be within 
the jurisdiction of the Admiral shall not bs instituted in 
any court of the United Kingdom, except with the consent 
A one of ber Majcety’s principal secretaries of State, and 
on his certificate that the institution of sach proceedings is 
in kis opinion expedient, end shall not be instituted in any 
of the domin ions of her Majesty out of the United Kingdom, 
except with the leave of the governor of the part of the 
dominic: > See tnd, pevecelings eno yrupeee’, to be 
icatituted, and on hig ificate that it is expedient that 

procecdings should be instituted. 

Bat by clauses 4 nothing in this Act contained shall be 
enstrued to be in derogstion cf any rightful jurisdiction of 
ber , her heirs or successors, under the law of 


(clause 5) this Act shall not prejudice or affect the trial in 
manner heretofore in use of any act of piracy as defined 
by the law of nations, or affect or prejudice any law relati 
thereto; and where any act of piracy as defined by the law 
of nations is alse any such offence as is declared by this Act 
to be within the jurisdiction of the Admiral, such offencg 
may be tried in pursuarce of this Aet, or in pursuance 
of any other Act of Parliament, law, or custom relating 
thereto. 

Clause 6 defines “‘ Jurisdiction of the Admiral; ”’ “United 
Kingdom;” ‘Territorial limits of the dominions of her 
Majesty ;” “Governor;” ‘Offence;” “Ship;” and 
“Foreign ship.” 


JUDICATURE ACTS AMENDMENT, 
A Bill to amend the Jadicature Acts. 
(Mr. Waddy and others.) 

By this Bill it is proposed that, subject to any rules of 
court, and to such right as may now exist to have particular 
cases submitted to the verdict of a jury, any cause or 
question arising in any cause or matter (other than a 
crimival proceeding by the Crown) before the High Court 
of Justice or before the Court of Appeal may be referred 
by the conrt, or by any divisional court or judge before 
whom such cause or matter may be pending for inquiry or 
report to any official or special referee, and the report of 
apy such referee may be adopted wholly or partially by 
the court, and may (if so adopted) be enforced as a judg. 
ment by the court. In all cases in which the cause shall 
be referred as aforesaid, the official or special referee shall 
have power to try the cause and to find the verdict, and 
shall have power to indorse upon the order for referring 
the canse to him the verdict so found, and shall deliver 
the order with such indorsement to the party in whose 
favour such verdict shall be found, and such and the like 
proceedings may thereupon be had as to taxation of costa, 
signing judgment, and otherwise as upon the entry of s 
verdict at the trial of a cause at Nisi Prius. 

Clause 2 provides that in all causes in her Majesty's 
High Court of Justice in which evidence has been given 
vid voce, and in which any party to the cause shall desire 
to appeal against any verdict or judgment, he shall be 
entitled and required to obtain from the jadge who presided 
at the trial at which such evidence was given a copy of 
the judge’s notes of the evidence so given. Such copy 
shall be provided by the judge’s clerk, who shall be en- 
titled to receive payment for the same at the rate of four- 
pence per folio. 

And by clause 3 the party obtaining any copy of the 
judge’s notes shall cause the same to be printed in the 
size and type prescribed for other proceedings in the High 
Court of Justice, and shall, at least three days before the 
hearing of the appeal, leave with the clerk of each judge 
before whom the appeal shall be heard a eopy of suck 
notes. He shall also, if required, provide for the use of 
every other party to the record at least six copies of the 
same, for which he shall be entitled to be paid by the 
parties to whom euch copies are supplied at the rate of 


twopence per folio. 


—_ = 


It is stated that the Guildhall list of causes with which the 
sittings commenced has been got throngb, and that at the 
rising of the courts to day nearly, if not all, the cases ready for 
trial in London will have been disposed of. 


The following scholarships of fifty guineas each have been 
awarded at the Middle Temple:—Common Law: Mr. 
William Edgar Saunders. Real and Personal Property: 
Mr. Charles Valentioe Hickie, of the University of Londoo, 
B.A. Equity: Mr. Thomas Macdonald, International aad 
Constitutional Law; Mr. Alfred Aspinall-Tobin, of Uni- 
versity College, Oxford. 

The appointment of solicitor to her Majesty’s customs, 
vacent ve the retirement of Mr. F. J. Hamel, has been 

upon Mr. C, J. Follett, solicitor, of Exeter. It 

is understood, says the Zimes, that the recom ions of 
the committee, over which the Master of the Rolls presided, 
g the consolidation of the legal offices of the various 





= 





ic departments 
not be carried out in the instances of the Customs and 





under the solicitor of the Trossary, will 
enue, 
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“Leqislatiaw of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

FEB. 21.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
ConsoLipaTED Funp (£6,000,000). Excuzqver Bonps 
AND Butts, 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Hovss Occurizers’ DisqvatiricaTion Removal. Par.ia- 
MENTARY ExEctions (MzTROPOLIs). 

FEB. 22.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
PrivaTE BI.tzs. 

Aspinwall’s Patent, Brighton Aquarium. 

ConsoLipaTED Funp (£6,000,000), Excuzqver Bonps 
AND Brits. 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
TERRITORIAL WATERS JURISDICTION. 
FEB. 25.—ROYAL ASSENT. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the follow- 
ing Bills:—Consolidated Fund (£6,000,000), Exchequer 
Bonds and Bills, House Occupiers’ Disqualification Re- 
moval, Parliamentary Elections (Metropolis). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
FEB. 21.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Bar Epvucarion anp DiscrPiine. 
FEB, 22,—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private BILu. 

Conway Bridge. 

FEB, 25.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bixts. 

Charnwood Forest Railway (Deviations, &c.), Cheadle 
Railway, Cleator and Workington Junction Railway, Man- 
chester Division (Stipendiary Justices), and Pacific Steam 
Navigation Company. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Banxrurtcy.—Bill to consolidate and amend the law 
of bankruptcy and for other purposes. (The Attorney- 
General.) 


FEB. 27.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Cotonrat Marrraces. Brits or Sanz. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Marrimoniat Causes Acts AMENDMENT. 





taw Students’ Sournal. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Fina EXAmMmnatTIon. 
January, 1878. 
At the examination of candidates for admission on the 





To Mr, Johnson, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Lambert, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clement’s-inn. 

To Mr. Stable, Mr. Loxton, Mr. Ostell, Mr. Marshall, 
and Mr. Brook, prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The committee have also certified that the following candi- 
dates, under the age of twenty-six, whose names are placed 
in alphabetical order, passed examinations which entitle them 
to commendation :— 

Ashton Bradley, who served his clerkship to Mr. A: 

Henry Reid, of Wrexham; Mr. Fredrick Mars of 
Cheltenham, and Mr. Charles Jno. Chesshire, of Chelten- 
ham, and Mr. Edward Sweeting, of Landon. 

John Griffin Bristow, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Wilson, Bristows, & Carpmael, of London. 

Robert Fox Chilton, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Newton, Robinson, & Brown, of York, and Messrs. Shum, 
Crossman, & Crossman, of London. 

Edward Thomas Hargraves, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. William Hopes Heelis, of Hawkshead, Lancashire, and 
Messrs. Goody & Stock, of London. 

Edward Henry Quick, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
bar ng Clarke, of Rugby Chambers, Great James-street, 

ondon. 
Piece: council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examination committee have further certified that 
the answers of the following candidate were highly satis- 
factory, and would have entitled him to commendation if he 
had not been above the age of twenty-six :— 

William Henry Burton Atkinson (would have been en- 
titled to certificate of merit). 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 204; 
of these, 181 passed and 23 were postponed. 

By order of the council, 
E. W. Writramson, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 


Common Law CuassEs. 
Mr. Wright’s exam ination will take place ia the Lecture 
Hall on Tuesday, the 12th of March next. 
The examination will commence at 11 a.m. and conclude 
at 2 p.m. 
Sabscribers to the classes are at liberty to attend. 





a 





Cuurt Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCS ON 
Date. by ann ont ae ag V.C. Maturs. 


Saturday, Mar. 2Mr. PembertonMr. Koe Mr. King 
Monday .... Clowes Latham Teesdale 
Tuesday ...... Kove Leach Holdship 


% x 3 Pes ¥ 
sonst biti Ep Sie inst eit, Nh Nei: hee A nei APRESS ARORA! AHIR MESS IRM Se 


Wednesday.... Clowes Latham Teesdale 
rill of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination | Thursday .... Koe Leach 
committee recommended the following gentlemen, under the | Friday...,.... Clowes Latham 
2 of twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinc- V.C.Bacow, V.C. Hat. ‘ 
- : 
Harry Johnson, who served his clerkship to Messrs. J. 0. ae ; a. _ a, - wat ee 
Taylor & Son, of Norwich, and Mossra. J. Scott & Clark, of | ‘Tuesday ...... 5 Milne Pemberton 
on. F : Wednesday.... 6 Merivale Ward 
Henry Casimir Lambert, who served his clerkship to | Thursday .... 7 Milne Pemberton 
J.& T, W. Hearfield, of Hull. Friday........ 8 Merivale Ward 
cee Winteiaghaan — who var we cece to 
asterman, Hughes, Masterman ew, of London. shemee eae ante 
Charles Adshead Loxton, who sorved his clerkship to Mr. HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Glover, of Walsall, and Messrs. Sharp & Ullithorne, LONDON. 
Heudeo. : Y Hitary Sirrrxe, 1878. 
hn Ostell, jun., who served his clerkship to Mr. John | pris additional list coutaine all actions entered in Queen's 


d,of Carlisle, Exe Divisions, ia 
Charles Frederick Marshall, who served his clerkship to — * — th ay alt actions ia the 


Holden, Sons, & a of Hull, and Messrs. | Chancery Division in which notice has been given of trial before 
» Urqu Mayhew, & Holden, of London. a judge and jury, up to and including 2ad Maro, 1878. 


Foster Brook, who served his clorkship to Mr. | ¢ ' Potter) SJ 
Mills, of Hudderafeld, and Motes. Van Sandan & | § P {lo Brave (OF Deneat) ¥ Bosangoat (6 Malleas) SJ 


: Casing, f London. Ex 411 Bade (0G \tiams) 
The Council of tho Incorporated Law Society have | Ex 412 sai sa v Yacode Angell & I Terry) 
Mtordingly awarded the following prizes of beset QB 413 Weigel (W vhndeant ene (Hellams, Sea & C) 
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414 Lloyd (Farlow & J) v Pascoe (J T Moss) 
5 Jourdain WN Jourdain) v none 4 (Evans & E) 
Co & The London & South Western Ry 
em Sons & J) v Pege, Son & East (Waltons, 
417 at Croft) v Fulton (Carr, F & C 
418 Tate (Plews & Co) v The Association of Land Finan- 
419 Bi way ~ B) Hallam (Rooks & Co) 
ro’ ry v ‘0 
420 wats trading, &¢ (W-Butcher) v Weston (T H 
ton. 


421 McAndrew & ora (Lowless & Co) v sous it Beck) 
422 Oppenheim (W A Crump & Son) v Litt le & Co 
(Norria, A & C) SJ 
QB 423 Southwark & Vauxhall Water Works Co (Bircham 
& Co) v Quick (Hollams, Sen & C) SJ 
CP 424 Smyth (F Rolt) v Australian Meat Agency, Taller- 
man’s Co, limd (Learoyd, L & F) SJ 
Ex 425 Hiscock (W R Preston) v Parfit (Whitakers & W 
Ex ah, oy admix, & (W G Morris) v Foster (J B 


a. 

CP 427 Perry & anr (Angell & I Terry) v Fuelling (W W 
rig 

Ex 428 —— (Robert King) v Rawlings (Drake & Son) 


CP 429 Salter & Sons (H G. thing) v Saunders (Talbot & Son) 

CP 430 Financial Corpn, limd (Aree & R) v Edwards &anr 
der te,C & P; Lush & SJ 

Ex 431 wer oe (Last & "7. v Vickers (Smith, F & L) 


P 432 Whitehead & anr (J G Shearman) v Thornton & Wife 
(L Barnett) 

B 433 Wartski (J M Barnard) v Peto Bros (Wontner & Son 

P 434 Hunt (H Montagu) v Knight (Hollams, Son & C) S 

P 435 Alcock (R ee v Punter (G Lucas) 

B 436 Aste & ors (Plews & Co) vSmith (Parker & C) SJ 

P 437 Allen (Morley & S) v Lyell (Alling & G) (without 


ury) 
438 Hation F Allingham) v Beavan & ors (Janson, C 
cp ames: Cana, 


439 Horsey (Collette & C) v Ide (S R Hoyle) 
440 Ffrance (Truefitt & G) v Burt (A T Trehearns) 
441 Same (Same) v Dixon (Same) 
442 Baby (R S Gregson) v Heanley (Wilkins, B & F) 
443 Bayidon (T W oem 4 v Willis (Miller & S) 
CP 44 — &anr (Evans & E) v Mellison & anr (Hicks 


Ex 445 Taylor T Hamlin) v Richards (W A Smith) 
QB 446 os (F Bradley) v Kreeft, Howard, & Co (Stokes, 


CP 447 Seaton & anr space, Blount, & Cv) v Withers 
QB 448 Price trustee, &e (Lewie, M & L) v Walker (Bischoff 


Ex 449 Murrow & anr (Keene & M) v Brown (Routh & 8) 
Ex 450 Beaumann & Sieger (H S Harris & G) v Hare (In 


Person) SJ 
QB 461 aaa (Ingledew, I & G) v Alston (Lumley & L) 


Ex 452 Kitchin (J Pettingill) vy Downs (A H Miller) 

QB 453 Collison (H Philbrick) v Guedalla (J Raven & Co) 

CP 454 Waly” & anr (Ashurst, M C & Co) vy Worlley (H S 

ells 
QB 455 Hobson (Emanuel & S) v Crooke (J H Johnson) 
Q B 456 Hounsell Bros & Co(K & E Bastard) vy London & 
North Western Ry Co (Bellamy, S & B) 

CP 457 Gerard (Cordwell & S) v Cooper (Goldberg & L) 

Ex 458 Hanbury (T W Starkey) v Woodley (Hogan & H) 
When actions are settled out of court the solicitors concerned 

are particularly acquested to withdraw the pleadings, as great 

expense and uncertainty are occasioned to the suitors in other 

pape t by the maintenance ia the list of actions not intended 
r , 


SPRING ASSIZES. 


Sovrn-Eastern, 
(The Lorp Cu1zr Jusriez oy Exctaxp aud Mr. Justice 
Manistv.) 

Lewes, Wednesday, March 6; Maidstone, Monday, March 
11; Chelmsford, Monday, March 18 ; Hereford, Tbursday, 
March 21: Huntingdon, Monday, March 25 ; Cambridge 
Wednesday, March 27; Norwich, Monday, April 1, 
Ipswich, Satardsy, April 6. 

Westerx. 
_ (Six J. F. Srernes and Mr. Justice Grove.)' 

Winchester, Wednesday, March 6; Dorchester, Friday, 
March 15 ; Exeter aud City, Tuesday, March 19 ; Bodmin, 
Monday, March 25; Taunton, Thursday, March 28; De- 
vizes, Wednesday, April 2 ; Bristol, Saturday, April 6, 





eh 
Mipianp. 

(Lord Justice BRAMWELL and Mr. Baron Creasy). 
Aylesbury, Thursday, March 7; Bedford, Monday, 
March 11; Northampton, Thursday, March 14 ; Oakbam, 
Monday, March 18; Leicester, Tuesday, March 19; Lin- 
coln, Saturday, March 23 ; Nottingham, Friday, March 29 ; 

Derby, Wednesday, April 3 ; Warwick, Monday, April 8, 


OxForD. 


(Lord Justice Baccattay and Mr. Justice Denmay, 

Reading, Wednesday, March 6 ; Oxford, Saturday, March 
9; Worcester, Wednesday, March 13; Stafford, Tuesday, 
March 19; Shrewsbury, Friday, March 29; Hereford, 
Tuesday, April 2; Monmouth, Friday, April 5 ; Gloucester, 
Wednesday, April 10. 

NortTHern. 
(Lord Justice Brerr and Mr, Justice Lorss.) 

Appleby, Monday, March 11; Carlisle, Tuesday, March 
12; Lancaster, Saturday, March 16 ; Manchester, Wednes. 
day, March 20; Liverpool, Saturday, March 30. 


Norru-Eastern. 
(Mr. Baron Poznock and Mr. Justice Hawxrns.) 

Newcastle, Monday, March 11; Durham, Tuesday, 
March 19; York, Monday, March 25; Leeds, Friday, 
March 29. 

Nort WAtEs, 
(Mr. Justice MELtor.) 

Welshpool, Monday, March 11; Dolgelly, Thursday, 
March 14; Carnarvon, Monday, March 18; Beaumaris, 
Thursday, March 21; Ruthin, Monday, March 25 ; Mold, 
Thursday, March 28 ; Chester, Saturday, March 30. 


Sourn Waxzs. 
(Mr. Justice Lusu.) 


Haverfordwest, Monday, March 11; Cardigan, Friday, 
March 15; Carmarthen, Tuesday, March 19; Brecon, 
Saturday, March 23; Presteign, Thursday, March 28; 
Cardiff, Monday, April 8. 


PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Mar. 1, 1978. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 943 Annuitiss, April, 85, 0% 

Dtto for Account, Mar. 1, 95 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 954 Ex Bille ,£1000, 24 per Ct. 10 pm. 
New 3 per Cenv., 954 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 

Do, 34 perCent., Jan, ’¥4 Ditto, 2100 & £2C¢, 10 pm. 

Do. 24 perCont., Jan, ’94 Bank of England Stock, 255 

Do 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ditte for Account, 

Annuities, Jan. ’80 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES. 


Ind .£tk.,5 per Cent. July, 80,1032, Enf.Pr.54 perCnt., May, 91 
Ditto for Account, — | Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, 1022 ane, "64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 83 | Do. Bonds,4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTAS, 

AnpDERSON—Feb. 17, at No, 2, Rothesay-terrace, Edinburgh, 
the wife of Isaac Henry Anderson, solicitor, Blairgowrie, 
N.B., of a daughter. 

ArLin—Feb. 16, at Oak Lawn, Surbiton, the wife of F. C. 
Aplin, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

GreenweLi—Feb. 15, at Tynemouth, the wife of W. J. Green- 
well, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

HunsLey—Feb. 17, at 7, Stanbope-place, Hyde-park, the wife 
of C. Ernest Hensley, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Lzeapam—Feb. 20, at 38, Harewood-square, the wife of I. 5. 
Leadam, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. ; 

SapLer—Feb. 21, at Dadley House, Lime-grove, Shepherd's 
pe. W., the wife of Campbell Hulton Sadler, solicitor, of 


adhe: Pe mae Lee 
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Feb. 21, at 2, Tavistock-road, Westbo kc 
on—Fed. a a “roa e jurne-par 
Sor, the ‘wife of Zoneph Maurice Solomon, barrister-at-law, of 


son. 
West—Feb. 16, at Egremont Lodge, Tresilian-oresoon, St. 
John’s, S.E., the wife of Albert West, solicitor, of a daughter. 
D Feb. Zl, at St. George's, H 

UNDY—DRYDEN—Feb. 21, at St. George’s, Hanover-square. 
Moyrl Percy Mundy, of "the Inner emple, barrister, to 

Caroline Helen Scottowe, daughter of C. Beville Dryden. 
oLD—STANGER—Feb. 19; at St. Paul’s Church, Upper 
Norwood, Robert S. Tredgold, of Founders’ Hall, St. 
Swithin’s ene, London, solicitor, to Eliza, daughter of the 
late Will Wright Stanger, J.P., of Upper Norwood, 


Surrey. 

Woov—CopnER—Feb, 14, at St Jude’s, be panes, ya William 
Wood, of 8, Great James-street, Bedford-row, W.C., solicitor, 
to Emily Davys Codner, of 66, Canonbury-park South. 

DEATHS. 

Monro—Feb. 20, at Hadley, Barnet, Cecil Monro, late Chief 
Registrar of the Court of Chancery, aged 74. 

SxurRAY—Feb. 14, at 2, Chapel-row, Queen-sq, Bath, Thomas 
Skurray, solicitor, aged 75. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Fripay, Feb. 22, 1878. 
Limirep tn CHANCERY. : 

Brighton Livery Stables Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before Mar 4, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to William Brooks, Old Jewry cham- 
bers. Thursday, Mar 14, at 3, is appointed for hearing and adjadi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 

Blectro Stannus Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated Feb 11, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Miller, Moorgate st, agents for Hodgson and Haigh, 
Birmingham, solicitors for the petitioners 

Great West Van Lead Mining Company, Limited.—The M.R. has by 
an order dated Jan 11, appointed James Waddell, Queen Victoria st, 
to be the official liquidator, Creditors are required, on or before 
Mar 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims to the above, Friday, April 12, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Great Western Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Friday, 
Mar 1. Speechley and Co, New inn, Strand, agents for Danger and 
Cartwright, Bristol, solicitors for the petitioners 

Leeds Bottled Ale and Stout Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Feb 19, directed to be heard before the M.R. on 
Saturday, Mar 2. Pitman and Lane, Nicholas lane, agents for 
Scholes and Son, Dewsbury, solicitors for the petitioners 

Niger Merchants, Limited.—V.O. Bacon has by an order dated Dec 11 
appointed Joho Ball Ball, Gresham buildings, to be official liquidator. 
Creditors are required, on or before April 1, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Wednesday April 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 

Perkins Beach Lead Mine, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Mar 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to Frederick Cape, Cheapside. Monday, 
Mar 25, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 

Pyro Plating Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 18, directed to be heard be‘ore the M.R. on Mar 2. Deane and 
Co, South square, Gray’s inp, agents for Edwards, Birmingham, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Taylor and Jessop, Limited.—The M.R. has by an order dated Jan 1 
appointed William Hubert Smith, St James st, Sheffield, to be official 


liquidator 
Tuxrspay, Feb. 26, 1878, 
Limirep tn CHaNncerrY. 
Church and Enpire Fire Insurance Fund, Limited.—Oreditors are re- 
uired, on or before Mar 31, to send their names and addresses, and 
@ particulars of their debts or claims to J. M. Henderson, Moor- 
ate st buildings, Moorgate st. Friday, April 12, at 3, is appointed 
r hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Oramlin Viaduct Works Company, Limited.—The M.R. has appointed 
Thursday, Mar 7, at 11, at his chambers, as the time and place for 
the appointment of an official liquida!or 
Gold Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, presented Feb 23, 
directed to be heard before V.0. Malins on Mar 8, Wild and Co, 
Ironmonger lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
Railway Steel and Plant Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall bas, by an 
order dated Feb 16, appointed Adam Murray, King st, Manchester, 
and Samuel Horrocks, King st, Manchester, to be official liquidators, 
Creditors are, on or before Mar 3), to send their names and addresses 
and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to Adam Murray, King 
st, Manchester, Wed » April 10, at 19, Is appointed for bear- 
ing and adjudicating u%on the debts and claims 
River Plate Pressure Meat Preserving Company, Limited.—V.0, 
Malins has, by an order dated Feb 13, appointed Thomas Aber- 
crombie Welton, Moorgate st, to be official liquidator 
Taylor and rye 2 Limited.—Oreditors are required on or before Mar 
to send their names and addresses, and the ticalars of their 
or claims to William Hubert Smith, 8t Ja: 
Tuesday, April 9, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 
es Steam ay? Company, Limited,—Petition for winding up, 
inted Feb 21, directed to be heard before V.C, Hall, on Mar 8. 
thews, Canron st, solicitor for the petitioner 





mes ty Sheffield. 





———— | 


Yron Slate Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 
. directed to be heard before the M.R, om Saturday, Mar 9, 
and Summerhays, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solicitors for the 


petitioner 

Vron Slate Company, Limited.—Petition for windiog up, presented Feb 
19, directed to be heard before V.O, Malins, on y Mar8. Miller 
and Miller, Sherborne lane, solicitors for the petitioner 


STANNaRres OF CORNWALL. 

New Consols Silver and Arsenic Works, Limited.—Petition for winding 

up, pr ted Feb 19, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden 
at the Princes Hall, Truro, on Wednesday, Mar 6, at 11. Affidavits 
intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petitio: 
must be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Mar 4, an: 
notice thereof must at the same time be given to the petitioners or 
their solicitor. Chilcott, Truro, solicitor for the petitioners 


CountTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
Frrpay, Feb. 22, 1878, 


Bankwood Spinning and Doubling Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Feb 15, directed to be heard before the V.C. 
on Mar 4, at Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn. Jackson, solicitor for 
the petitioner 

Hill Top Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 18, directed to be heard be‘ore the V.C. on Monday, Mar 
4, - 10.30. Richardson and Son, Manchester, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Standard Iron ard Steel Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Feb 20, directed to be heard before the V.C. at Stone 
buildings, Lincoln’s inn, on Mar 4, at 10,30, Jackson, Ashton-under- 
Lyne, solicitor for the petitioners 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faray, Feb. 8, 1877, 
Coupland, Joseph, Holbeach, Lincoin, Innkeeper. March 15. Harper 
v Millins, V.C. Hall. Wilders, Holbeach 
Davies, John, Great Queen st, Long Acre, Bcotmaker. March 5. 
Davies v Davies, V.C. Malins. Collins, Farnival’s ian 
os, Edward, Rochford, Gent. April25. Woodward v Geary, V.C. 
con 
Havers, Edward Jeseph, Beacons Mountnessing, Essex, Farmer. March 
14. Havers v Havers, V.C. Hal. Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhouse 


yard 

Jenkins, William, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. March 6. Wilson v 
Jenkins, V.C. Bacon. Glascodine, Swansea 

Jones, John, Conway, Carnarvon, Blacksmith. March 5. Lloyd v 
Jones, V.C. Maline. Brooke, Lincoln’s ina fields 

Pease, Frederick Robert, Drax, York, Gent. March 4. Pease v 
Eccles, V.C, Malins. Clars, Soaith 

Robinson, James, Itchingfield, Sussex, Farmer. March 10, Robine 
son v Greenfield, V.C. Hail. Carritt, Fenchurch st 

Strafford, George, Chester, Innkeeper. March 8. Strafford vy Warren, 
M.R. Nordon, Chester 

Wells, William, Bradford, York, Esq. May 6. Wells vy Brook, M.R. 

Wilson, Patrick, Stockwell, Plush Manufacturer, March 8. Wilson 
v Cosens, M.R. Lowe, Tanfield coart, Temple 

TuxspaY, Feb. 12, 1878, 

Brondhurst, James, Wyburnbury, Cheshire, Grocer, March 20, 
Walton v Broadhurst, V.C. Hall. Lisle, Nantwich 

Chappell, Charles, Thorne, York. March 15. ‘Atkinson v Cooper, V.C. 
Hal). Foster, Thorne 

Dawson, Thomas, Piccadilly, Lamp Manufacturer. March 3l. Daw- 
son v Howson, V.C. Hall. Comins, Great Portland st, St Marylebone 

Foskett, George, Jobn st rd, Clerkenwell, Cowkeeper. March 15. 
Waller v Fo:kett, V.C. Hall. Blake, Bell yard, Doctors’ commons 

Mead, Louisa Ann, Wes:bourne park rd, Paddington. March5. Neck 
v Rhodes, V.C. Malins, Levy, Surrey s*, Strand 

Middieton, James, Thornhill sq, Gent. Nov !. Todd v Middleton, 
V.C. Bacon. Croome, Gracechureh st 

Murphy, Theodore Santiago, Oxford rd, Kilburn. March 9. Newton 
v Murphy, V.C. Hall. Hoyle, Cannon st 

Orchardson, James Frederick Stephen, Talbot rd, Bayswater. March 
10. Orchardson v Orchardson, V.C. Hall. Dolman, Je:myn st, 8t 


James’s 
Fripay, Feb, 15, 1878. 


Apcar, Paul, Aldri¢g rd villas, Westbourne park. March Il, Squire v 
Apcar, V.C. Ma’ins. Stephens, Bedford row 

Arnsby, Lot, Fenstanton, Huntingdon, Corn Factor. March 31, Sopar 
v Arneby, V.C. Hall. Watts, St Ives 

Balstone, Henry Kenway, Manchester, Merchant. Murch il. Bal- 
s‘one v Griffin, V.C. Malins, Inman, Mancheater 

Bromley, Walter, Harpenden, Herts, Artist. March 3l. Neale v 
Bromley, V.C. Hall. Boulton, Northampton sq 

Day, Edwin James, Golden lane, St Luke’s, Ostrich Feather Manufac- 
turer. Feb%8. Reis vy Day, V.C. Bacon. Kilsby, College hill, 
Cannon st 

Mallory, Thomas Toft, Portsmouth, Surgeon. Mareh 4. Helby v 
Slade, V.C. Hall. Sole and Oo, Alderman’ 

Maxfield, Thomas, New Radford, Nottingham. ll, Morgan v 
Maxfield, V.C. Malins. Cann, Nottingham 

Smi'h, Joseph, Wadhurst, Sussex, Ionkeeper. March ll. Pitmah 
Smith, M.R. Stenning, Tonbridge 

Tvs par, Fed, 19, 1878. 

Berry, Edward, Ashley, Northampton, Farmer. March $l. Berry v 
Aidg V.C. Hall. Wartoaby and Gilbert, Market Harborough 

Besley, Robert, Wimbledon, Surrey, Esq. Mareh 16. Besley v 
Besley, V.C, Malins, Micklem, jun, Gresdam st 

Byng, Hon William Frederick, St James’s place, Westminster. March 
16, Caldwell ¥ Byng, V.C. Malins. Broughton, Great Marlborough 


at 

Carter, gr gt ag rene a Farmer. March 25. Carter 
vW V.C. Malins, apman, Horbling 

Dedeak', avenion, Nottingham, Builder. March 21, Donnett vy Dea- 
nett, M.R, Tsy!or and Cr, Great James et, Bedford row 
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Daw ke, Mary Ann, Grand Hotel du Louvre, Paris. April 5. = Gil- 

re 7 Dymoke, ¥.C. Hall. Dalton, Saville lace, Conduit at 

Hicks, wil , St George st, St Georges- East, Glas’s Merchant. 
March 22. Hicks Vv Ratcliff, V.c. Hall. 


Rateliff and Sons, New 
Broad st 
Martin, Serah, Stanley cottege, Wood Gresn. March 22. Kime v 
V.C. Hall. Geare and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
_— me , Pleasant place, Clapham, Gent. March 11. Meade v 
eade, V.C. Malins. Compton, Great George st, Westminster 
Marte Charles, Lynsted, Kent, Farmer. March 25. Murton vy Mur- 
ton, 3 R. ‘Alien. John st, Bedford row 
am, Cambridge, Innkeeper. March 15. Onion 
‘enn, Newmarket 
‘aham, High st, Shadwell, Outfitter. March 2, Phillips 
Baddeley, Leman st 
ard, we m House, Isleworth. March 29, 
v Smith, V.C. Malins. unt, King st, Cheapside 
ee George Edward, pranens Esq. ‘Mareh 20. Warren v Verrall, 
C. Hall. Verrall, Brighton 
Wrighton Jobn, Stuchbury, Northempton. March 20.. Wrighton v 
Stuchfield, V.C. Hall. Kilby, Banbury 


oud, Robert, 
¥ Kitenene, M.R MR. 


Tacker 


Fripay, Feb, 22, 1878. 

Breame, James, Lowestoft, Merchant. March 22, Cole v Lohrer, 
M.R. Chater, Lowestoft 

Burnett, William Wilson, Millbrook, Hants, Corn Dealer. March 19. 
Gray ¥ sonaine, M.R. Cobb and Smith, Salisbury 

Gilmour, Hugh, St John’s rd East, Putney Hill. March 16. Finlay v 
Gilmour, VC. . Farrar, Wardrobe place, Doctors’ Commons 

, Hakodadi, Cumberland. March 15. Wilson v 

Burdett, V.C. Malins. 


Collins, Whitehaven 
Henry, March 25. Old- 


Liversidge, Wintertoo, Lincoln, Solicitor. 
ies cet V.C. Halil. Oldman, Serjeant’s inn, Chancery 


Longley, Mary, Richmond, a. March 30. Nextof kin, M.R 


Midgley, Amo*, Hermitage st, Paddington, Gent. April 17. Red- 
Yorke, mood © iam, Ri pon, York, Alder abn Bie. 19. ai York 
liam, Ripon, Yor . v Xorée. 

MLB. Nicholson, Ripon : 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fruwar, Feb. 15, 1878. 
a Age, mone < Clifford st, Old Bond st. April 12. Allen and Son, 


Bamtord, Abn, Vanbargh park rd, Kent. March 1. Schultz and Son, 
a re Jobn, Birmingham, Button Manufacturer. April 27. Edwards, 
Butland, Rev Gilbert, Ya'berton, Devon, Clerk. March 10, Tacker, 
Cugdon, John, Sunderland, Plumber, March 15, Kidson and Co, 
Cost, Mary, Liverpool rd, Islington. April 1. Child, South sq, Gray’s 
Cooper, Samael, Timperley, Cheshire, Dyer. March 25. Weston and 
Callen, om, Nottingham, Gent. March16, Hunt and Williams, 
Darke, Daniel, Stow house, Gloucester, Gent. March 25. Heelas and 
Desoe. og Catherine, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. 


March 
Fogo ‘a mt St Faas pe Pilic bas HLM’s Ar Mi A 
we "sr 0, or "s Army. arc 
Fladgate and Co, Craven st, Stran . 

case, Richard Edward, Holmwood, tants Gent. March 30. Lamb 

Giay Dexiet Rawsee, rd, Stepney, Gent, Ma: Champi 
wson, New . reh 11, hampion 

and Jutsom, Whitechapel rd : 


Harvey, Eliza, Grace’s rd, - nm, April 3%. Harben and Co, 


Fe'lows rd, Haverstock 


Heard, William, St:Margaret’s, Hertford, Estate Agent. March 31. 
Spence and Co, Hertford 
Hughes, George Whimper, Ipswich, Surgeon. March 30. Dan‘el, 


-~ Mary, Colby, St Lawrence, Westmoreland. March 14. Thompson, 
x... <n Todd, Forest bill, Surrey, Gent. March 15. Fisher 
enhall ¢ 


J oan Mary, Darl ;Dorham. March 
Darlington, ie 30. 
King, Themen; W Wellesbourne, Warwick, Farmer. 


and Son, Stratford-upon-Avon 
oe, , Rev Henry, Buxted, Sussex. April 15. Rees and Co, 
84, Seer: 


Landeskat, Sonat, Devonshire tothe Board of Guardians 
for Relief of the Jewish Poor. April 1, Sydney, saaery circus 
Leemam, ‘asny 8 William, South Norwood, Surrey, Gent. April 10. 
ee al bone poesre: Cardigan. April 1, Th nomas, Aberitw ytb 
Marsden, Jeremiah, sich, tnetonn-to-Aesee Lancashire, I 
46, Rushto and Co, Bolton-le-Moors ane: Se 
MeMalion Jolin, Bishopwearmouth, Darham, Contractor, March 25. 
htingsle, Mary Ann, Blackheath, Kent. March 11. Prall, 
Peter, wo le lane, ¥eq, Aprill. Domville and Co, New sq, 
Philitps, Joseph, Blomfield villas, ants Bush, Gent. April 2. 
Jere, tt oddorebesa, Y 
by ork, March 31, Layeock 
ssentaaa Ea oe ee 


Reet, —- Wine, Sunderland. March 15. Kidson and Co, satetone 


Jelf, Birmingham 
March 25. Slatter 


while Keziah, The Green, Tottenham. Mirch 20. Heath 
an Heien’s piacs 
Knee, ase, 50h, , Spencer st, 1 Porter. March 12, Mott, Pater- 


<2 


Sagar, Henry, Styall, Cheshire,Gent. March 25. Weston and Oo, 


Sunitke, Span Tunbrid, Wels, Bent, Acie t. 

mirke, Sydney, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Architect.’ April 11, 

Ironmongers’ Hall, Fenchurch s . Beck 

Smith, Samuel, Seven sisters’ rd, Holloway, Stock Broker. April 2 
Presswell, Old Jewry . 

Spiller, Pepa Bing Furnival’s inn, Gent. March 12, Spiller, 
Prince’s st, Ba > 

Terrell, John Hull Blandford, Dorset, Solicitor. April 8, Petherick, 


Exeter 
Thomas, David, Cardiff, Gunsmith, March 7. Williams, Cardiff 
W — Margaret Dewhurst. | March 25. Weston and Co, Man- 
chester 


Western, Sir Thomas Sutton, Kelvedon, Essex, Bart. March 39, 
Western and Sons, Es:ex st, Straud 


Weston, James Woods, Manchester, Gent. March 25. Weston ang 
Co, Manchester 
White, John, Khhem. ‘Tanmenian, Shoemaker. May 13. Whitaker, 


Lancaster place, § 
Wood, Joseph Smith, A York, Farm Labourer, April 13, 
Holt and Sons, Dewsbury 
Zeorge, Michael, Rochester terrace, Camden Town, Exchange Broker, 
March 14. Freshfields and Williams, Bank buildings 


Torspay, Feb. 19, 1878. 

Bare, John Halls, Colchester, Essex, Gent. April 6.  Smythies ang 
Co, Colchester 

Binns, Thomas, Sunbury, Attorney-at-Law. March 23. Gee, Sheffield 

Boulderson,’ Henry Smith, Brighten, Sussex, Esq. April 2. Hanbary 
and Co, New Broad st 

Browne, George Harrie, Manchester, Propristor of the Princes Theatre, 
May 16, Bagsbaw and Wigglesworth, Manchester 

Olark, Ann, Greenwich, Kent. March 5. 
Borough st 

Collier, Harry Kosciusko, Paris, Cemt. March 25. Postans and Landon, 
New Broad st 

Cook, Henry Stephen, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Stationer. Aprit 
22. Baker and — Weaton-super-Mare 

Danks, Ann, Pipe Hill, Stafford. March 3!. Birch, Lichfield 

Davies, Mary, Romsey, Hants. March 25. Edgecombe and (ole, 
Ports 


ea, 

Foster, Joseph, Doncaster, High Bailiff. Mareh 25. Baxters and Co, 
Doncaster 

ie Herne Bay, Kent, Surgeon. April6, Sankey and 

ated Willan, St Margaret’s, Hertford, Estate Agent. March 31. 

Hird, Henry Gill, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Bank Cashier. Junel. Joel, 
Newcastle-upon.' 

Johnston, Thomas, borough, Retired Builder. April 1. Stubbs, 
Middlesbor 

ae Jane, Newbiggin, York, March 14. Hammond, West Bur- 

Lucas, eemee Se Edward, Sutton, nr Hounslow, March80. Carr and 


Finch, Bridge chambers, 


, Basing 
Mattisson, my Faweett ae, Westmoreland, Farmer. April 6, 
Thomson and Wilson, Ke 
-_ John, Broadstairs, Root TS March 25. Smith, 
Barrets grove, Stoke Newington 
rh mt napmeen Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brewer, June |. Joel, 
‘ewcastle-upon- 
Moore, Charles, Effingham, Surrey, a Commander, H.M’s R.N, April 
10, Saxton and Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 


sith, John, Ivegate, Bradford, Basket Maker. March 16. Atkinson, 
Bradford 


= George, Bromley, Kent, Esq. April 1, Radcliffe and Co, 


Tarner, Edwin Adolphus, + a Marylebone, Gent. April 9. 
Dunster, Henrietta st, Cavend > * 

Taylor, Joseph Henry, Tottenham, ‘orse Slaughterer. March 30. 
Rumney, Enfield 

Terry, EB! zabeth, Birmingham, March 25. Caddick, West Bromwich 

ae Mary Ann, Far Headingley, Leeds. April 1, Gardner, 


Heaton’s court, Briggam, Leeds 
— John, Haverfordwest, Tailor, March 8. Price, Haverford- 


Wright, George, C-mews, York terrace, Regent’s park, Cab Proprietor. 
April 15. Keene and Marsland, Mark lane 


Faipay, Feb, 22, 1878 


Atkin, Martha, Little Hultor, Lancashire, ‘March 25, Weston and 
Co, Manchester 


Bailey, Bessie, Stock'on, Durham. April 6. Todd, Hartlepool 

Baker, James, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Gent, March 3, Elsdon, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

a John, Bedininster, Bristol, Builder, March 3. Salmon, 
r 

Brownlow, Rev William, Bath, Somerset. April 1, Ware and Hawes, 


Great Winchester st buildings 
ey, samen Gutter ase, “Cheapside, Silk Merchant, March 20. 


Hoyle, Cannon st 
Cian Sos John ab Bedieeane King st, Accountant, March 25. Sturt, 
Cox, Geor, 4 ponent, Woolwich, Kent, Boot Maker, April 23, Whitt, 
Furnival’s inn 
Dairyman. 


ancocks, “- - Sharman, viabensegh rd, Folham, 
Evil Williams 8. cham WL Bees Esq. March 31, Chapple and 
v am. real urre are. . 

Co, Carter lane ” 


F me Frances, Sandal Magna, York, April 1. Brown and Co 
akefield 

Fryer, Mary, Goswell rd, Islington, April 6. King and MoMillin, 

7 ry 64 

— George, Sunderland, Innkeeper. April 8, Hall, Sunder- 


Ball, Robert Dubine.d, Cnethiee Tile Manufacturer, April 15, 


March 19. 





nar oy, Wiliam, We Woot Heftlepoo!, Durham, Butcher. 
Hartlepool 
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—— Ralph, Hartlepool, Durham, Cartman. March 10. Todd, 


Holand, George, Great Grimsby, Lincols, Surgeon. Aprill. Stephen- 
son and Mountain, Great Grimsby “ . 
Horley, Thomas, jan, Radford-Semelo, Warwick, Farmer, March 20. 
Wright and Hassall, Leamington 
‘Hoyland, ronson William Rivers, Sheffield, Tailor, April 12, Vickers 
and Son, Sheffield 
Jerem’ . wy Swansea, Cattle Dealer, April13. Hartland and 


Co, 
Kitron, "Frederick Willia m, Leeds, Iron Master. June1. North and 
Son, Leeds 


Lean, *Jobn, Neath, Glamorgan, Gent. April6. Morgan, Neath 

Maddicks, Am»lia, Cumberland terrace, Regent’s Park. March 8, 
Robinson, Mecklénburgh st, Mecklenburgh sq 

Morland, Elizabeth, Campden Hill rd, Seustegiee, March 15. John- 
son, Lincoin’s inn fields 

Nicoll, George, Oawtong st, Onslow gardens. March 30. Farmer and 


Robins, Pan: 
Pentland, Mary Ann, St George’s rd, Notting hill. April 2. Lydall, 


Poulden, Frederick George, Lawrence, Grafton, New South Wales, 
t 20. Campion, Exeter 
oe Hannah, "Legrand Lancashire. March 16, Chapman and 


ne coe nb Catherine Anne, Ebury st, Pimlico. April 1. 
Walker ani Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
es Jean Gaspard, Manchester. May 1. Bond and Son, Man- 


Bilver, Lucy Pierpont, Goldéhawk me Hammersmith, Gentlewoman. 
March 18. weon, , Stran 
Beas Hannah, Milton st, Dorset sq. ‘March 11, Taylor and Son, 
Field court, Gray’s inn 
Swift, William Arthur, Staveley, no occupation. April 23, Cutts and 
, Chesterfield 


Terry, Elizabeth, Narborough, Leicester. April 1. Davidson and 


ring 
Thoburn, Marthe High Bondgate, Bishove Auckland. March 25, 
ers, Bedford ro 
oe het Rodmeriham, Kent, Brickmaker. May 1. Tassell 
ave! 
Vickers, Thomas, Brinekeliffe, York, Stone Mason. March 25. Mercer, 


Whitburn, Augustus Richard, Regent st, Chemist. April 20, Watkins, 
and Co, Sackville st 
liams, Sarah Jane, Bristol, April1. Preston, Mark lane 


Bankrapts. 
Fripay, Feb. 22, 1678. 


Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must wat their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Lon’ 

Mann, William, sigue approach, London bridge, Costume Maker. 

Pet Feb 23, arene. Mar 13 at 
a in ‘ae Country. 

Davis, William, Birmingham, wing Machine Dealer. Pet Feb 20. 
Cole. Birmingham, Mar 8 a 

Ford, Richard, Brewood. Stafford, Confectioner, Pet Feb 19. Sanders. 
Wolverhampton , Mar 19 at 12 

me. | — aie aie Great ants. Draper, Pet Feb 21. Daubney. 

Great Gri) ar 11 at 11.30 

Hazzlewood, muel, and Edward Hazzlewood, esha, York, 
ggg Pet Feb 21. Nelson. Dewsbury, Mar 14 at 

Jackson, William Nicholas, spnmeenen, Shipowner. Pet Feb 19. 
Ellis. Sunderland, Mar 7 at 1 

Newland, William, Birmiogham, Carpenter. Pet Jan 29. Cole. 
many ae hy 15 at 2 

Thomas, Ric = Fyre Bookbinder. Pet Feb2!, Russell. 
Merthyr T aa Meet 

vs, Joseph, Lache Hall, Cheshire, Farmer. Pet Feb 20, William- 

Chester Mar 11 at (2 
Wait, B , Lower Wandsworth rd, Sarrey, Currier. PetFeb 19. 
illoughby. Wandsworth, Mar 15 at Il 


Torspay, Feo, 26, 1878, 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Blan, Si ee. Muky Moritz Blum, and Joseph Blum, Lime st, 
rehants. Pet Feb 18, Brougham. Mar 5 at 12 
ee Robert, beg ET st, Woollea Merchant. Pet Deo 38. 
Brougham, Mar 12a 
Dickes, William Frederick, Walter James Dickes, and Charles Ge 
Uphill, Farringdon rd, Clerkenwell, Oolour Printers, Pet Feb 
Spring-Rico, Mar 5 at 1 : 
ad, Henry Mussen Suter. aay Collar Manufacturer, Pet 
Feb 18. Brougham, Mar 6 at 
8, Charles Arthur ALY Winchester com 8 Broad st, 
Solicitor, Pet Feb 18, Brougham, Mar 5 ~4 tut 
To Surrender in the Count 
Meck, tameel, Heywood, Lancashire, jee “Pet Feb 26, Twee- 
dale.” Oldham, ‘ar Sati 2 
Gookson, Charles Kdward Cobridge, Stafford, Earthenware Manu- 
facturer, Pot Feb 13. Tennant, Hanley, Mar 4 at 12 
— Borah, Birkenhead, Pet Feb 18. Williams, Birkenhead, 


Hany, Elizabeth, Birmingham, out of business, Pet Fed 19. Cole. 
Birmingham, Mar 4 4at3 
Leonard, Hereford, Baker. Pot Feb 18, Carless," jun, Here- 
ford, Mar 11 at 10,15 
MeVeag, John. Robert, Ho!l cottage, Halliford, Stock Broker, Pet 
Feb 16. Boll, cingee, ar7ata 
— » Charles, Luckington, wie Innkeeper. Pet Feb 19, Towns- 
Swindon, Mar 13 at 


samneowtense ANNULLED, 


Fripar, Feb, 22, 1878, 
Corder, Frederick, Godalming, Surrey, Hotel Keeper, Feb 22 








ee 


Tuespay, Feb, 26, 1878, 
Baylis, Charles, Poultry, Solicitor. Feb 19 
Behrens, Louis, Manchester, Jeweller. Feb 18 
Potter, William, sen, bank, land, Farmer, Feb 15 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fauiway, Feb. 22, 1878, 

Alexander, eg Neweastle-upon-Tyno, Metal Broker. Mar7 at2 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Allaway, James ; Wilmer, Reading, Coal Merchant, Mar 8 at 3atthe 
Queen’s Hotel, Friar st, Reading. Beale and Martin, Reading 

Almack, Thomas, Barden, York, Farmer, Mar 9 at 2.30 at offices of 
Robinson and Robinson, Skipton 

Atkinson, George Metcalfe, gaa Merchant. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of 
Hewson, East parade, Leeds 

Aeeaee William, Huddersfield, Innkeeper. Mar 8 at 3 at offices of 

kes and Son, Market st, Huddersfield 

Bal. James Higson, Bolton, Frait Dealer. Mar 6 at2 atthe Mitra 
Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Robinson, Bolton 

Bantock, Thomas, Cockfield, Suffolk, Grocer, Mar 12 at 10 at tke 
Anchor Inn, Sudbury. Leech, jun 

Barker, Francis, Northallerton, York, Innkeeper. Mar 13 at 3 at the 
Durham Ox Hotel, Northallerton. James, Y: 

Bates, Thomas Richard, Snodland, Kent, out of business. Mar 7 at 12 
at the Bell Hotel, Maidstone 

Beadnall, Thomas, Middlesborongh, Carver. 6 at 11 at the 
Temperance Hotel, Liathorpe rd,5 indaiecboroagt Wilkes, Middles- 


borough 

Benifield, Shadrach, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Merchant. Mar? at 
12 at offices of Worship and Rising, South Qaay. Great Yarmouth 

Benton, John, jun, Lichfie'd, Stafford, Miller. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of 
East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Berry, Paul, and Henry Berry, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Drapers. 
Mar 7 at 3 at offices = eens a gey e Cetgian 

Bezzant, George, eston-super-Mare. ‘arnish ouse 
Keeper. Mar 4 .at 12 at offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Chap- 
man, Weston-super-Mare 

Biddle, Joseph, Leicester, Builder. Mar 7 at 3 at offices of Stone and 


Co, Welford place, Leicester 
Binney, William Thomas, Ki m-upon-Hull, Corn Merchant. Mar 
6 at 3 at offices of Summers, rst, Kingstoa-upon-Hall 


Bishop, Andrew, Salisbury Wharf, | Strand » Coach Builder, Mar 2 at 
12 at offices of Willis, 8¢ Martin’s og Leicester sq 
Blackburn, Thomas, West Hartlepool, Ma:ket Gardener. Mar tlat 12 
at offices of Marshall, Church st, W. st Mesdepast 
Bolland, Edward Roadhouse, Aston, nr Birmingham, Mechanical 
o. Mar 5 at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, 
ery A st, Birmingham 
Bond, Rev Alfred, Freston, nr Ipswich. Mar 8 at 2 at offices of Pollard, 
St Lawrence st, Ipswich 
Bristow, Robert, Dover st, Piccadilly, no occupation. Mar 14 at 2 at 
offices of Davis, Cork st, Burlington gardens 
Brown, William, jun, Holme-vpon-Spaldiag oun, York, Farmer. 
* Mar 12st 11 at offices of Powell and Sargent, 
Carter, John Smith, South Shields, Builder. lar 7 at 3 at offices of 
Blair, King * South Shields 
Cave, Charies White, Harlow, Essex, Solicitor. March 15 at1 at 32, 
Gresham st. Parker and 00, St Paui’s churchyard 
Coates, John, Helmsley, York, "Carrier, Mar 8 at 1 at offices of Pear- 
son, ‘Helmsley 
, George, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Mar 2 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Coveney, James, Colchester, Minerel Water Manufactarer. Mar 12 at 
12 at offices of Jones, Townhall chambers, Colchener 
Crawford, David, Stretford, Lancashire, Commission Ageat. Mar 6 at 
3 at the Falstaf H otel, Markes place, Manchester, Harris, Man- 


chest 

Croot, John, Bilston, Leather Dealer. Mar 9 at 11 at of&ces of Barrow, 
Queen st, Wo! verhampton 

Crosland, ne, Crosland Mcor Bottom, Huddersfie Cloth 
Finisher. ar 4 at Ll at offices of Ramsdea and Sykes, John William 
st, Huddersfie'd 

Crother, Joseph, Manchester, Jeweller. Mar 8 at 11 at offices of 
Rickards and Co, Lincoin’s ian fields. Burman and Crompton, Bir- 


Cul see beeta, Wisbech, Cambridge, Butcher. Mar 4 at 19 at offices 0 
Qilard, York row, Wisbech 
Cusworth. Henry, Wicker, Sheffield, Licensed Victaaller. Mar 8 at 
12 at offices of Camm and Corbidge, Norfolk st, Sheffield. Tatter- 
shall, Shetfeld 
Daniel, Thomas Francis, $ out of busi Mar 5 at 12 at the 
George Hote!, Wind st, Swansea. John, Pontardawe 
Davies, David, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Grocer, Mar $ et 11 at offices of 
Lewis, Glebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Davies, James Henry, Pontnewynydd, Mon, Grocer, Mar 7 at 12 at 
offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Watkins, Poatypool 
Dillon, James Yarker, and Lin Dion anohester, Smallware Mana- 
facturera. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of Sale and Go, Booth st, Manchester 
Dixon, Joseph, Dalton-in-Furness, Beertouse Keeper. Mar 3 at It 
at the Commercial Hotel, Strand, B.rrow-ia-Furaess. Taylor, 
Barrow-in-Furness 
Ede, George, Upper Bognor, Sussex, vy Mar 11 at 123 at the 
Dolphin otel, Chichester, Lamb, Bright 
Edwards, ve Stafford, Stationer. Mar ‘ at 11 at offices of Bowen, 
Martin at, § 
Ellis, Edmun Clarendon st, Somers Town, Coach Builder. Mar i$ at 
4 atoffices of Yorke, Marylebone rd 
ae. David Owen, ate, net ing eS Grocer, Mar 6 at 10 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Cardiff. Cousins, Cardiff 
Evans, Rees, West Hartlepool, Timber Merchant, Mar 13 at 3 at offices 
of Bell, Church st, West Hardio>00t 
Eton, Tsaac, Cardiff, Fr a Mar 14 at 12.30 at offices of Morgan 
and Soott, High at, Cardi? 
Ey mo hee jr Langman, Chores, Bion Butoher. Mar 9 at Ll at 
offices 0: an, Church » s 
Fletoher, Georgs, Manchester, Wholesale Cabinet Maker. Mar Tat 3 
at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester, McBwen, Man- 
ester 
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“Hull, Saw 


Flint, John, and William Owen Copley, Kingston-u oma 


= pee. Mar 6 at 11 at 25, Parliament st, 


Foy, Thom my, Wetasned Wena of business, Mar 5 at 10.15 at 
offices of Sheldon, Hi esb 

Gilbert, Francis William, So so ton, Commission Agent. Mar 4at 
3 at offices of Shutte, Ratond 4 ‘Se mpton 

Gostick, Joseph, New Sleaford, Lincola, Bootmaker. Mar 7 at 12 at 
the Bristol Arms Hotel, New Sleaford. Holdich 

Halkyard, Joseph, Oldham, Confectioner. Mar 8 at 3 ag the Commercial 
Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Ashworth, dal 

Hall, John, Sileby, Leicester, Bag Hosier, Mar 11 at nu 30 at offices of 

code, Baxtergate, Loughborough 
ety, Goxwe, Barthorpe, York, Farmer. Mar 13 at 2 at offices of 
White, Exchange st, Great Drifficid 

Heard, Charles, Neath, Glamorgan, China Merchant. Mar 5 at] at 
offices of James, Temple st, Birmingham. Charles, Neath 

Heil, Jacob William, Deptford, Baker. Mar 1! at 12at the Masons’ 
Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basiogha'! st. Harrison, Richmond 
gardens, Uxbridge rd 

Hemming, John, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Mar 5 at 4 at the Turk’s 
Head Inn, Dake st, Birmingham. Sargentand Son, Birminghan 

Hewitt, Peter, Wolverhampton, Baker. Mar 9 at 12 at offices of Bar- 


row, Queen et, Wolverhampton 
—-> Alexander, ge Stafford, Grocer. Mar 7 at 8 at offices of 


rmingham 
Halls, yom oe Butcher. Mar 1] at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, No tingham 
— Edwin, Wath-upon-Deane, York, Brewar. Mar 7 at ll at 
Porrett, Bank st, Sheffield 
Homer, William Whitfield, and Georze Barker, Ardwick, Lancashire, 
Engineers. Mar 7 at 3 at cffices of Horaer and Son, Clarence m 
Manchester 
Hull, G pry ogy Barrow-upon-Soar, kahenetots Farmer. Mar 12 
at 12 at ot emces of Bargess, Berridge st, Leices‘e' 
Hent, Thomas, New —, ns, Hampsteni, Horse Dealer. Mar 4 at 3 at 37, 
Bedford row. Marshal 
Ibberson, Geo-ge, and Frederick Owen, Huime, Manchester, Stone 
Mason+. Mar 12 at 3 at offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Man- 


ebester 
was John, Fore Bondgate, Bishop settont, Innkeeper. Mar 6 at 
at offices of Maw, jun, Bishop Aucklan 

a Evans, Grocer. Mar Il at it at offices of Jones, Phil- 
harmonic chambers, St St Mary st, Cardiff 

Jones, John William, Gemma Theatrical waneas. Mar 6 at 2 at 
offices of Pook and Son, hig ace oe Greenwich 

———s , Springfields, W: Mar 6 at 11 


olverhampton, Publican. 
Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Kaye, Walker, and Walter Mitchell, Haddersfield, Yarn Spinners. Mar 
4 at 3 at offces of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Hudd eld 
we James, penn foam gine Tenter. Mar 6 at 3 at 16, Clegg st, 


. Ascroft and 

tsa: George, Plymouth, Ship Smith. MarS at 12 at offices of 
Wilson, Courtensy st, Plymouth 

Laver. Bi Robert, Masbrough, York, Boot Dealer. Mar8 at 2 at offices 
of Binns, Fig Tree —— She: field 

Leetham, Arthur, and Frederick Pete ogee Whitin Iron 
ang Mar 7 at 1 at the George Hote Whitefriargate, Hull. 

Orry, 
lant —, Bethnal green rd, Clothier. Mar 7 at 4 at 12, Charles 


Little, awinen, op Mek William Tebby, Birmingham, Builders, Mar 5 
at 3 at offices of Dale, Bennett’s hill, Birm' m 
Lockyer, Charles, Redland, Bristol, Grocer. 5 at 12 at offices of 
Col’ins, jan, Broad st, Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 
MacPherson, James Albert, Gloucester, Schoolmaster. Mar 4 at 3 at 
offices of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Mappin, Henry, Sheffield, Butcher, Mar 8 at 4 at offices of Binas, 
Pig Tree chambers, Sheffield 
Mar:-land, John George, che Lancashire, Boot Dealer. Mar 
7 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warbartoa, Norfolk st, Man- 
— 
Mar 6 


Medi eott, Richard Herbert, Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler. 
at 11 at the Crown Hotel, Shrewsbury. Morris, Shrewsbury 
Middlzharst, John, Rainford, Lancashire, Plamber, Mar 6 at 2 at 
offices of Evens and Lockett, Lord st, Li 


verpoo! 
Miller, James, Lago & Tailor. Mar5 at 11 at offices of Tennant and 


Co, anley 

Mitchel, Alired ‘Atle ceaapamceage st ase ob ae. Mar ll at 
15 at ofices of her rine grove 

thill rd, Molione, Peat 7, Feat Seloomen. Mar 4 at 

2 at cfiices of ‘Morsla, Sosthemsyton buildings, Chancery late 

— Hear Letts 1, Cheien, Coal Merebant. Feb 26 at 3 at offices 
ot P an, Meeodned bofldings, Strand 

Morris, Jabz Jabez, Willenhall, Stafford, Builder. Mar & at 11 at offices of 


Clark, Mew rd, Willent ail 
Mont, John Wood, Bristol, Leather Merchant. Mar 5 at 3 at offices of 
Osborne and 


Coa ané Palmer, Railwey spproach, London bridge. 
’ Bristol 

Patterson, Henzy, Darbam Clare, Bishop Aucklsn4, ont of business. 
Mar $ 2 11 at offices of Salkeld, Elvet bridge, 

Pearson, Joseph, Cleckheaton, York, Hawker. Mar 6 at 3 at offices of 
Carry, Cleetheaton 

Penrose, Mary, Castlegate, Stcckton-on-Tees, Eag Merchant. Mar $ 

at 11 at offices of nego High Re Stockton-on-Tees 

Puckerscitl, John, Omset, ¥ . Mar 6 at 2 at offices ot Ibber- 
son, Wes'gate, Dewsty oy 

Prior, toe ner Tagen mkeeper. Mar7 at 11 at offices of Webster, 


ngton 
Rackham, Frederick Schn, Merofield, Saffolk,Farmer. Mar7 at 4 at 
oices of Moulton, Mew st, Wocdbridgs, Suffoit, Weiton, Wood- 


bridge 
Ranuncen, Abraham Warmeley, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer, Mar 4 
at 1) at offices of Gardener and Jeffery, Bond st, Bradford 
Tyne, Karthenware Dealer. Mar 
Hot, Sioke-on- Trent. Sewell, Mewcastle- 





Reed, Goons, Barnetby-le-Wold, Lincoln, Grocer, Mar 6 at 12 at 
offices of Robbs, Wrawby st, Brigg, Linc 

Rimarts, Edward, Lemos at M Tailor, band 8 atl2at the Grand 
Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Shepard, Tredeg: 

Riddeough, William Matthew, Manc res Painter, Mars at 11 at 
offices of Whitehead, Brown st, 

Rimmer, Richard, Rainford, Lancashire, Beereilag. Mar 7 at 1 at 
offices of Massey, Victoria chimbers, New Mirket place, St Helen’s 

Rona, James William, Catherington, Hants, Farmer. Mar 7 at 2 at 

offices of Edmonds and Co, St James st, Portsea, Pittis, Newport, 


LW. 

Robbins, Augusta, Crawford st, Maryl ew Boot Retailer, Mar 4 at3 
at 30, Crawford st. Cannon, Little Ifo 

Robinson, John, Brotton, York Seven, Mar 8 at 2 at offices of Bell- 

ringer, High st, Stockton-on-' 

Robinson, Samuel Ebenezer, and Bowed William Robinson, Canon’s 
Marsh, Bri.to!, Timber Merchants. Mar 6 at 2 at offices of Tribe 
and Co, Moorgate st buildings. Osborne and Co, Bristol 


Sailer, William, Newbegiu, York, Innkeeper. Mar 6 at 11 at offices of 
Simpson, New Malton 

Sansom, George, Colchester, Builder. Mar 12 at 2 at offices of Jones, 
Townhall chambers, Colchester 

Scholes, John, Higher Eanam, Blackburn, Heald Maker. . Mar 7at$ . 
at offices of Backhouse, St John’s place, Blackburn 

Screech, Charles James, Southsea, Hants. Mar 6 at 8 at Offices of 
Whitehall, Union ms Portsea 

Sercombe, James, Exe Island, Exeter, General ewe Mar 8 at 11 at 
offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Hirtzel, Exe 

ot John, Loughborosgh, Butcher. Mar 8 at 11 = ; offiees of Deane 

and Hands, Market place, Loughborough 

Spence, Wiiliam, and William Finlay Forbes, Leeds, Leather Dreasers, 
Mar 5 at 3 at offices of Craven, East parade, 

Steggall, John, Yarpole, Heretord, Grocer, Mar 7 at 3 at offices of 


Moore, Corn sq, Leominster 
— Thomas, pF mene em Builder. Mar 1 at 12 at offices of Raw. 


ings, ing! 

Talbot, Richard, Dewsbury, out of business. Mar6éat 3 at offices of 
Ibberson, Westgate, Dew: bury 

aylor, Juha, Swanwick, Derby, hg Mar9 ati3 at the George 
Hote!, Alfreton, Derby. Bri 

Thomas, William, Cardiff, Coa. a Mar 7 at Ul at offices of 
Jenkins and Co, Puilbarmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff, 
Bradley, Cardiff 

Thompson, James, Kendal, Westmorland, Cattle Dealer. M-r8 at ll 
oe Board Room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and Wilson, 


Thompson, John Nicholson, Allonby, Cumberland, out of business. 
Mar 7 at 12 at offices of McKeever, Wigton 

Todd, George, Monkwearmouth, Sunderland, Grocer. Mar7 at 3 at 
offices po Fairclough, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Turrell, George, Newton Heath, Manchester, Fish Dealer, Mar 12 at 
3 at offices of Law, Ridgefield, Manchester 

Varley, Henry, Nottingham, Furniture Dealer. Mar 8 at 12 at offices 
of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham ; 

Vlieland, William Heath, Twyning, Gloucester, Schoolmaster. Mar 
12 at 11 at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 

Vogan, Randal George, Charles Vogan, and Randal Vogan, Millst, 

ead, Corn Merchants. Mar 12 at 11 at ths Sale Room, New 

Corn £xchavge, Mark lane. Plews and Co, Mark lane 

Warren, Samuel, Charminster, Dorset, Iunkeeper. Mar 13 at 2 at 
offices: ot Boroett, South st, Dorchest-r 

Webster, Ambrose, Wolv pton, General Dealer. Mar 6 at ll at 
offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Welch, Alfred, Leamington Priors, Farmer. Mar 7 at 11 at offices of 
Blaker, Church terrace, Leamington Priors 

West, Mariin, and Thomas West, Lydgate, York, Cotton Manu- 
facturers. Mar 8 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. 
Eastwood, Todmorden 

Weston, James Pitney, Bolton, Lessee of a Theatre. Mar 1% at 11 a6 
the Swan Hotel, Bradshawgate, Bolton. Dowling, Bolton 

Whitehead, Job, Honey, York, Greengrocer. Mar 7 at 3 at offices of 
Lesroyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Wickens, Henry, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st, Solicitor. Mar 
7 at 3 at the Terminus Hotel, Cannon st 

—, S:muel, Smalley, Derby, Innkeeper. Mar !1 at 2 at oSicesot 

a Amen ‘alley, Derby 

Will Frederick George Albert, South Shizlis, Licensed 
Victualler. Mar 6 at 11 at offices of Hopper, Grainger st, New- 
castle~-upon-Tyne 

Wilson, Williaw Henry, Darlington, Coal Dealer. Marl at Ilat 
offices of Hope, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Woodgate, Sydney William, Oal:horpe st, Gray’sinn rd, Gent. Mar 
7 at 4 at offices of Good acd Oo, Bucklersbury. Hillearys aod 


Taylor, Fencharch buildings 
oods, Joseph Tnomas, Seymonr place, Marylebone rd, General 
Agent. Mar 2 at 3 at 12, North buildings, Eidoa st, Finsbury. 
Caunon, L ittle Ilford 

eng Wiliam, Birmingham, Tobacconist, Mar 5 at 3 at offices of 

ues, Cherry tt, Birmingham 

wing ¥, Henry, Ossett, roe Fish Merchant. Mar 8 at 11 at offices 

Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbu: 

You»sg, George Coxon, Moadaitle-apoo-Tyee, Builder, Mar 12 at 12 

at ctices of Wright, John st, Sunderland 


Tusspay, Feb. 26, 1878, 


Aion, Anne, and Mary Little, Haltwhistle, Northumberlai, 
Milliners. Mar 4 at the Red Lion Hotel, Carlisle, in lieu of the 


lace on ng named 
Alen, Jam Confectioner, Mar 13 at Ilat offices of 
Hunt aod | Bance, Mian at, , Southampton Ma 


Aliwood, Robert, ond William Clarke Manchester, Merchants. 
1} at 3 at offices of Grundy and Vo, th st, Manchester 

Anderson, Charies Young, Leeds, Travelicr. Mar § at 3 at offices of 
Cousins, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Argent, James, Haverhill, Suffolk, Coufestioner, Mw 12 at Liat 
+ alten and Child, Poultry. Ellison and Fresman, Hav t- 
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ins, James, Mosley village, nr Wolverhampton, Grocer. Mar8 at 
an itocs of Stirk, North st, Wolverhampton 
Armstrong, Ralph, and James Armstrong, Ov'ngham, Northumber- 
Jand, Builders. Mar 14 at 12 at the rooms of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Royal Arcade, Neweastle-upo1-Tyne. Gibsons and Pybus, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
» Joseph, O'd st, St Luke's, Furoiture Dealer. Mar 7 at 
‘orten and Cutler, Newg ate st 
» Provision Dealer. Mar ll at 


y 

Barker, William, Leeds, Woollen Draper. Mar 11 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Lseds 

Barton, Henry, Norfolk st, Strand, no occupation. Mar 15 at 2 at 
offices of Elborough, King’s Arms y: Moorgate st 

Bayman, Thomas, Wigan, Provision Dealer. Mar 12 at 11 at offices of 

‘ail, Clarefice chambers, Wallgate, Wigan 

Bell, Matthew, Hawes, York, General Dealer, Mar 8 at 10 at offices 
of Hammond, Leyburn 

Blomley, Edmund, Rochdale, Joiner. Mar 13 at 3 at the Golden 

— Fleece Hotel, Oldham rd, Rochdale. Whitaker, O:'dham 

Board, Edward Poingdestre, Bristol, Ccrn Dea'er. Mar 8 at 3 at offices 
of Tricks and Co, Nicolas st, Bristol. Clifton, Bristol 

Bridgwood, Charles, Weston-super-Mare, Butcher. Mar 14 at ll at 
the ow Hotel, Regent st, Weston-super-Mare. Jones, Weston- 
super-Mare 

Briggs, Henry, jun, Ossett, York, Innkeeper. Mar 13 at 11 at offices 
of Gill and Hall, Silver st, Wakefield 

Brockelbank, Thomas, Leadenhall st, Merchant. Mar 7 at 10 at the 
Law Institution, Chancery lane. Kisch and Co, Chancery lane 

Brown, William, and John Brown, Perry Barr, Stafford, Maltsters. 
Mar 6 at 12 at offices of Pointon, Temple row west, Birmingham 

Browning, William, Southport, Joiner. Mar ll at 11 at offices of 
Threlfall, Lord st, Southport 

Burden, William, Margate, General Outfitter. Mar 12 at 3.30 atthe 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Edwards 

sve, George Gordon, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Brewer. Mar 7 at 
2at offices of Tribe and Os, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol. 
Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Cherles, Joseph, Wolverhampton, no occupation. Mar 9 at 1 at offic:s 
ot Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Chevaillier, Alexandre, Market Py) Oxford Market, Baker. Mar 12 
at 2 at offices of Michael and Co, Old Jewry 

Clamp, George, Weston-super-Mare, Jeweller. Mar 15 at 12 at offices 
of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Baker and Co, Weston-super-Mare 

Clewlow, William Henry, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Confectioner. Mar 
8 at 11 at offices of Griffiths, Lad Jane, Newcastle-u nder-Lyme 

Cooker, Benjamin, Moldgreen, York, Yarn Spinner. Mar 8 at 2 at 
offices of Fisher, Queen st. Huddersfield 

Cocks, Henry, Uxbridge, Ropemaker, Mar 19 at 2 at the Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresbam si. Terry, King st, Cheapside 

Collett, Thomas, Bridge rd, Battersea, Commercial Traveller. Mar 9 
at 2at the Be'lInn, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 

Cookson, Thomas, Cholmondeston, Cheshire, Labcurer. Mar 8 at 11 
at the Adelphi Hotel, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 


. Cooper, Daniel, Biggleswade, Bedford, Fishmonger. Mar 11 at llat 


offices of Nicholson, Jackson villa, Biggleswade 

Cordeaux, Charles, Hawkesley rd, Stoke Newington, out of business. 
Mar $ at 10 at offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 

Cowper, Alfred, Three Colt st, Limehouse, Butcher. Mar 7 at 3 at 
od London Joint Stock Bank chambers, West Smithfield, Hub- 

Cutler, William, and Henry Cutler, Barnes, Brewers. Mar 14 at 2 at 
offices of Andrews and Mason, Jronmonger lane, Angell and Imbert- 
Terry, Gresham st 

Dale, William John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Conf.ctioner. Mar 11 at 12 
at offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Davies, Al‘red, Gloucester, Birmingham Warehouseman. Mar }1 at 11 
ab offices of Glark, College court, Glouc.ster 

Davies, Morgan, and John Davies, Porth, Glamorgan, Butchers. Mar 
iat 12 at 6. Charch st, Pontypridd, Thomas, Pontypridd 

Dawson, John, Holywell lane, Shoreditch, Tailor, Mar 13 at2at 
offices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Denley, John, Cheltenham, Tin Plate Worker. Mar 6 at 10 at offices 
of Smith, Corn Exchange, Cheltenham 

Derbyshire, William Henry, Longton, Stafford, China Manufacturer. 
Mar 8 at 11 at offices of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 

Dinning, John, Lower Ince, Lancashire, Shoemaker, Mar 9at 11 at 
offices of Stuart, Kingst, Wigan 

Edon, Jeseph, Skelmersdale, ancashire, Ienkeeper, Mar 11 at 2 at 
offices of Wright and Appleton, Leader’s buildings, King st, Wigan 

Elcome, Thomas, Spring bridge, Ealing, Seedsman, Mar 19 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Coffee house,Gresham st. Wilkins, King’s Arms yard 

Eley, Charles, Black Notley, Essex, Publican. Mar 14 at 3 at offices 
of Holmes, Bocking, nr Braintree 

Elliott, James Pallett, Tamworth, Warwick, General Dealer. Mar 8 
at 12 at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Ferguson, Thomas, Seacombe, Cheshire, Flour Dealer. Mar 13 at 1 
4t offices of Blackhurst and Fretson, Dale st, Liverpool 

Fish, Ralph, Blackburn, Paper Dealer. Mar 12 at 3 at offices of Back- 
house, St John’s place, Biackburn 

Froude, Albert Edward, Clapham Park rd, Shoemaker. Mar 12 at $ 
atoffices of Bath and Son, King William st, Obipperfield, Trinity 
8*, Southwark 

Galion, Robert Milburn, West Hartlepool, Hotel Keeper. Mar 12 at 
ib} - the Royal Hotel, West Hartlepool, Todd, Town Wall, Hartle- 


poo 

eagle, Milleatt, Darby, out of business, Mar 9 at Il at 2, Amon 
atey, Derby 

b'o, Samuel, Leicester, .Trank Manu‘acturor, Mar 11 at 12 at 

ottices of Wright, Belvoir at, Leicoster 

Gifurd, William George, Bournemouth, Tronmonger. Mar 9 at 3 at 
the Powbroke Hote), Bournemouth, Trevanion, Poole 

Glex, John Henry, Euston rd,’ Boot Manufacturer, Mar 1] at 3 at 
offices (f Lee, Gresham baildings, Basinghall st 

Greenwood, Jonn, Biatal, York, Plasterer, Mar 8 at3 at officos of 
Shaw, Bond st, ght 

Ganson, Hdward ichard, Walthametow, E-eox, Wine Merebant, 

on be 1 at olfices of Evans and Go, Bucklersburys Mossjand Go, 
\ oad ot 





Hammond, David, Apsley Guise, Bedford, Saddler. Mar 8 at 12 at 
Bedford Arms Hotel, Wobirn. Shepherd and Ewen, Park st west, 


Luton 
Haworth, Richard, Blackburn, Milliner, Mar 11 at 3.30 at offices of 
Warner, King st, Manchester. Marriott, Blackburn 
Hayhow, Charles Mason, Downham rd, Haskn3y, Batchor. Mar7 at 
11 at the North London Commercial Sale Rooms, Dalstoa Junction 
Hepretl, Willi-m, Backhuret hi), Essex, Grocer, Mar liatli at 
offices of , Old Jewry chambers, Old Jewry 
Hole, William Henry, Wootton Courtney, Somerset, Miller. Mar 8 at 
11 at offices of Watkins, Alcombe 
Bopkins, Thomas, Leighton Buzzard, Ba¢ford, Innkeeper. Mar 12 at 
ll at the Plums of Feathers Ina, Lake st, Leighton Buzzard. 
Shepherd and Ewen, Luton 
Hughes, Edwin Thomas, Manchester, Music Seller. Mur 11 at 3at 
offices of Le Riche ané Sun, Fenchurch st. Burton, Manchester 
Humby, Walter, Portsea, Grocer. Mar 8 at 3 at offices of Whitehall, 
Union st, Portsea 
Jacobs, Charles, Birmingham, Gas Hook Manufacturer. Mar li at3 
at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Jines, Joseph, Swansea, Grocor. Mar 8 at 11 at offices of Thomas, York 
Jober, Kobert, Penytontfa nk Mar 
lone, Ro » Penytontfawr, Montgome-y, Ia: r. i2at lat 
offices of Pughe, L'anfyil'n - rp 
Kenda'l, William, Leeds, Hop Merchant. Mar 8 at 3 at offices of Simp- 
son and Barrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Kersey, Abrahim Henry, Raydon, Suffolk, Miller. Mar 18 at 12 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Hadleigh, Soffoilk. Pollard, Ipswich 
Knowles, John, Blackburn, Conf-ctioner. Mar 8 at 1\ at offices of Swift, 
L:brary st, Blackburn 
Laing, William, Middlesborough, Painter. Mar 5at3 at offices of Teale, 
Albert rd, Middiesbo: 
Lancaster, John, Liverpoo!, Builder. Mar 14 at 2 at offices of Jones, 
Hartington st, Liverpool 
Laogwitb, John, Brommeli’s buildings, Clapham, Boot Maker, Mar i3 
at 11 at offic:s of Jones, Bank buildings, Wandswort2 
Lee, William, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Machinist. Mar 14 at 12 at the 
Ball Hote), Peterborough. Low 
Lees, Robert, Castleford, York, Tailor. Mar 8 at 3 at offices of Dunn, 
Bank chambers, Park row, L e*s 
Lewis, William, Bideford, Devon, Painter. Mar 13 at 12 at offices of 
Rooker and Bezeley, Bridgeland st, Bideford 
Lewis, William, Cardiff, Steam Ship Owner. Mar 14 at 12 at offices of 
Ryland and Cozens, High st, i ill, i 
lay. Fredrick, Blackheath hill, Kent, Baker. Mar 8 at 2 at offices of 
‘ook and Son, Tudor House, Greenwich 
Lock, Robert, jun, Calbourne Lodge, I.W., Farmer. Mar 9 at 12 at the 
Star Hotel, Newport, I.W. Pittis, Newport 
Mace, Thomas James, Cambridge, Tutor. Mar 7 at 3 at offices of 
Symonds, Benet st, Cambridge 
a he pre Liverpool. Mar 11 at 2 at offices of Quelch, Dale 
st, Liverpoo 
Mansfie!d, Job, Digby st, Mile end, Carman, Mar 16 at 10.15 at offices 
of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 
Markham, Thomas, Mancheste-, Picture Frame Manufacturer. Mar 
14 at 3 at offices of Marshall, South King st, Manchester 
Mathias, Jobn Edward, Lianelly, Photographer. Mar 8 at 10.15 at 
offices of Gritiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 
Mills, George, Birmingham, Piumber. Mar 9 at 11 at offices of Smith 
Temple st, Birmingham 
Molde, Benjamin, Kerry, Montgomery, Tailor, Mar 14 at 12.30 at 
offices of Powell, Broad st, Newtown 
Moren, Joseph Matthew, Southampton, out of business. Marld at 3 
at the Guildha!l Coffee House, Gresham st. Grean, Freemantie 
Morton, Thomas, Moss side, Manchester, Glass Dealer, Mar 14 at Sat 
offices of Choriton, Brazsnnose st, Manchester 
Myhill, Samuel Edward, Finchingfield, Essex, Farmer, Mar liat 11 at 
the Horn Hotel, Braintree, Holmes, Bocking 
Newtown, Robert, Winchester, Coal Merchant, Mar 11 at 2 at offices 
of Adams and Co, Jewry st, Winchaster 
Outwin, John Thomas, Deal, Kent, Wine Merchant. Mar 19 at 12 at 
the Guildhall Coffze House, Hall, Deal E 
Page, Joseph, Dean’s court, Doctors’ common, Farrier, Mar 11 at 13 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Burn 
Palmer, Richard, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. Mar 12 at 3 at offices 
of Sadd and Linay, Norwich 
Pearson, John, Kingswinford, Stafford, out of business, Mar 8 at 10.30 
at offices of Price, Stourbridge 
Peters, William Edmund, Bristol, Ship Builder. Mar 8 at 2. at offices 
of Hanco:k, Broad st, Bristol. Fussell and.Co, Bristol 
Phillips, John Du‘ton, Dudley, General Agent. Mar 12 at 3 at offices 
of Homfray and Hoiberton, High st, Brierley hilt, Stafford 
Pickford, Ephraim, Gloucester, Painter, Mar 11 at 3 at offices of 
Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Rappard, William, Great Tower st, Merchant. Mar ll at 3 at offices 
of Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion House. Hollams and Co, 
Mincing lane 
Roberts, Benjamin, Low Moor, York, Brickmaker, Mar 12 at 10.30 at 
the Refreshment Rooms, Railway Station, Mirfield, Ridgway and 
Ridgway, Dewsbury 
Robinson, Daniel, Low Walker, Northumberland, Nat Worker, Mar 
i at 12 at the puis _ Neville st, Newcastle-upon-Tyae. 
tewart, Newoastle-upon-Tyne 
Robinson, George, Ske! dale, L hire, Tailor, Marll at 3 at 
offices of Tomkine, Lord st, Liverpool 
Rowley, George, Richmond. Mar 9 at 12 at 17, Newgate st 
Rumney, Alfred Jones, Bristol, Manchester Warehouseman, Mar 11 
at 3 at oftices of Ward, Albion chamb»rs, Bristol : 
Sawbridge, Harry, and Henry Rvison, Leicester, Hosiery Manu- 
facturers. Mar 11 at 2.30 at offices of Wright, Belvoir at, Leicester 
Sedawick, William, nomen tn e Jo'ner, Mar 13 at Sat offices 
of Chambers, Saddler st, Durham 
Scott, Juhn, Longtown, Cumberland, Gro er, Mar 8 at Li at offfes of 
Wannop, Carruthers court, Seetoh at, Carlisie 
Sculthorp, Amelia Rose, New Wanstead, Bwex, Refreshment Con- 
tractor, Mar 13 at 12 at 30, Queen st, Cheapside, Mil 
Shaw, Emma Jane, Workeop, Nottingham, Ironmonger, Mar Ll at 3 
at offices of Appleton, Bridge s', Worksop, Bu im and Oo 
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March 2, 1878, 
Ree i ete te ae ee EDE AND SON 
Smart, William Preteen ekcnden: Coal Merchant. Mar 11 
at 1] at offices of Bridge st, Bradford-on-Avon ROBE MAKERS 
7 Edward, nalford, Gloucester, Baker. Mer 5 at 4 at 
Offices of Jackson, London rd, Stroud 


Smith, Thomas, Thomas, All Saints’ Green, Norwich, Dealer in Horses. Mar 8 

at 12 at offices of Emereon, Lng oe Horse a Norwich 

Sclon, Dudley, Hulme, Lancashire, Grocer, Mar 13 at 3 at offices of 
Richardson and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Street, § Samuel, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Mar 8 at 2 at offices of 
Smitb. Yeo y st, Birmingham 

Sumpton, J ohn Alexander, and William Sumpton, Ulverston, Lan- 
eashire, he Mar 8 at 2at the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. 

son, Ulvers' 

aber, Elizabeth, Bridgend, Market Gardener. Mar 14 at 12 at the 
Castle Hotel, Bridgend, Randall, Bridgend 

Thiebaut, Marie Francoise, Brighton, Schoolmistress:, Mar 11 at 3 at 
offices of Taylor and Baker. Potter, Brighton 

Walker, Richard, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Painter. a 12 at 11 at 
offices of Johnston, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-T yn 

Walters, Margaret, South Shields, Tobacconist. Mir 11 at 2.30 at 

of Purvis, King st, South Shields 
Weber, Peter, , Walham gro grove, Walham green, Baker. Mar 8 at 4 at 
offices of Bees, St Swithin’s lane. Lowe, Scott’s yard, Bush lane, 


Cannon st 

Whait, Isaac, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Oilman. Mar 6 at 11 at the 
Masons’ Hali Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Fulcher, 
Horton rd, Hackney 

White, Robert, Myrtle st, Hoxton, Bedstead Maker. Mar 18 at 12 at 
offices of Vann, Worsbip st, Finsbury 

W Winlaton, Durham, Brewer. Mar 15 at 11 at the 
Rooms of the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Ingledew and Daggett, Newcastle-upon- 

Williams, Thomas, Moseley, Worcester, Builder. Mar l4at 11 at the 
— Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. Jelf, Birming- 


wilshet, William, Greenfield, Bedford, Beerhouse Keeper. Mar 15 at 
11.30 at the White Hart Hotel, Ampthill, Bedford. *Shepherd and 


Ewen, Luton, Beds 
Wood, Austin, Rowland Wood, and Richard Mason Wood, Parkfield st, 
Dy Type Founders, Mar 13 at 3 at the Inns of ourt Hotel, 
Holborn. Cotton, St Martin’s-le-Grand 
Wood, John Athol, "Hove, Sussex, Builder. Mar 18 at 3 at offices of 
Freeman Freeman-Gell, Ship st, Brighton 
Woodley, John, Glemsford, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Mar 12 at 11 at offices 
of Cardinal, Sepulchre »t, Sudbury 
Wright, William James, Sunnyside, Tottenham Green, Gold Beater’ s 
pod Manofacturer. Mar 13 at 2 at the Devonshire House Hotel, 
hopegate st within. Cridge, Bishopszate st within 
Youn Frank, Wigan, Lancashire, Iron Ore Merchant. Mar 8 at 11 
at offices of Byrom and Bell, King st, Wigan 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 


excess of fat extracted. 
it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 








The Faculty pronounce 
beverage for Breakfa- t Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in ail clim climates, ae is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and 1% REALITY CHEAPER 
—s such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTima 4 L& Vanitiz is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
hee § Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


In tin packets at 1s, 6d., ots &e., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special T erms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE& « CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately popes Se hee British Museum), 

Has obtained Her — 8 oe See Patent for his perfectly 
(Prize Meda London and Paris) 

ARTIFICIAL TEETH sx ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 

AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS, 


SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This ink is unaffected by steel pens; it is a most brilliant and per- 
manent colour ; it can be used ee parchment, and is consequently 
of great rae to solicitors and 
Sosmnoteetion botties, by all stationery 2s., 38., and 7s. 64 
ach; and in glass botties at 64. and Is. each. 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS 


ONE PENNY PER FOLAO. Bills of Costs, 
OME PENBY PER FOLIO, Briets 
ONE PEMNY PER FOLIO. Patr Copy 


Hoortz & oxs, 4, Laégate-hill. 
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BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Lag og of the Judicial Bench 
r giget Corporation of Lond don, & ™ 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, ge. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate AA 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily prin 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAR 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICE, 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com. 
pinics Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 

Drart Paper, 5s., 66. 6d., 78, 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s, 9d. per ream. 

Brier Parer, 15s. 6d., 178, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., ls. 6d. +) and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CREAM-LAID Nore, 3s , die, and 5s. per ream. 

Large CakAM-LAID Nore, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Laxree Buive Norte, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and és. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, CREAM OR BuveE, 3s, od. -, 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d, per 1000, 

Tue “ Temple’ Enve.ore, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

Footscar OrrictaL Enve vores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Partripce & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Oxvs-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
oe —a are particularly requested to observe that 

bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER'S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine, 

inereee re Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s, 5d. each, 28¢, per 

0Z., ls 

—- oR Gesowmn, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 11&s, per 
ro. 7. 

Records on MemortAzs, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, ~s Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 








MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
“* Exceedingly usefal.””—*‘ Standard,” 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. Illustrated Catalogues post-free from 
HENRY STONE, MAN 1 fag & pola wat BANBURY, 


All Sizes 
13, ORANBOURNE-GTREET, TEIOESTER-SQUARE LONDON. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 


LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


CHANCERY BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 








Every description of printing executed with the utmost speed 
ery pt Stan g A... 


A cebanal Discount for Cash. 





Temporary entrance to Y. & A.’s Works by 
Breams B s, Chancery Lane, during the 
building of the frontage. oF 

ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 


ing all others,—Prize Medals yer rs 
1867. 1s Gold fe mb b ise.; Silver trom £6 bate, “Gornbill 
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